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INVESTIGATION INTO THE 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL 
CAMPAIGN 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 1951 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THI 
SENATE COMMITTER ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, dD. ( ° 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:10 a. m., in room 
318, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C., Senator Guy M 
Gillette (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Gillette, Monroney, Smith of Maine, and Hen 
nings. 

Also present: Senator Herman Welker; John P. Moore, Chief 
Counsel: Grace FE. Johnson, Chief Clerk of the subcommittee staf, 

Senator Giuterre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

‘This meeting has been called by the chairman of the subcommittee 
Oli orders of the subcommittee membership for the purpose OT recely 
ne additional testimony, possibly amplifying supplementary facts 
with reference to the senatorial election held in the State of Ohio in 
1950, 

The subconunittee members present are Senator Hennings, of Mis 
sourl, Senator Monroney, of Oklahoma, Senator Smith of Maine, and 
senator Hendrickson, another member of the subcommittee, has been 
recalled to the military service and IS unable to be present. 

These three members, together with the chairman. constitute the 
remaining members of the subcommittee and constitute a quorum 
present for the transaction of business as may properly come before 

under the rules of the Senate Conmuniittee on Rules and Ach 
tration. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections, J 
wish to make at the outset a statement concerning the backerou 


1 


na ot 
these proceedings and of the principles and procedures which, by 
unanimous agreement, will be followed here. 

First, this subcommittee, as a subcommittee of the Committee o1 
Rules and Administration, has authority, under the Constitution 
and the Rules ot the Senate, to investigate senatorial campaigns and 
elections and to hold hearings in connection therewith. In eXercisine 
this jurisdiction, the subcommittee Way proceed on the basis of a 
complaint or upon its own initiative. 

In this instance, informal complaints were received from both ca 
didates. A preliminary investigation of the 1950 Ohio senatorial 
campaign was initiated in January of this vear, as a result of tel 
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graphic complaints received just prior to the election from Joseph T. 
Ferguson, the defeated Democratic candidate. These complaints 
charged excessive e xpe nditures in the campaign of his opponent, the 
senior Senator from Ohio, Robert A. Taft. Later, Senator Taft also 
charged informally that in the campaign of his opponent, scurrilous 
and defamatory campaign literature had been employed. 

The subcommittee thereafter decided, by a vote of 4 to 1, that a 
further investigation should be conducted, to be followed by publie 
heat ings for the taking ot evidence under oat h. 

It is to be noted that no election contest has been filed. Our objee- 
tive here is that facts be developed at this hearing which ‘shall be 
helpful to this subcommittee in connection with its stu ly of amenda- 
tory and remedial legislation pertaining to the type of elections that 
come under our jurisdic tion. 

The eonduect “se the hearings before this hearing subcommittee is 

be governed by the following principles which have been unant 
mously adopted by the subcommittee : 

A. p roper judicial decorum: During these investigative hearings 
a proper judicial decorum shall at all times be maintained. The chair- 
man shall maintain proper order in the hearing room and no persons 
shall be seated at the bench except the Senators participating in the 
hearings, their designated assistants, other Senators, subcommittee 
counsel, and clerk. 

B. Evidence: The members of the hearing subcommittee shall deter- 
mine the scope of the inquiry and shall decide all questions relating 
to the admissibility of evidence. 

©. Sworn testimony: All testimony shall be taken under oath. 

D. Questioning of witnesses: Witness shall be questioned only by 
members of the hearing subcommittee, chief counsel, and assistant 
— sel. Any — appearing at the hearing may be accompanied 
by personal counsel, but personal counsel shall not examine witnesses. 

In view of the interest that has been expressed In these hearings, 
both by the press and the public, it is our intention and desire to 
conduct a thorough and orderly proceeding. I solicit your coopera- 
tion in that, and in that respect ask that order and judicial decorum 
be maintained at all times. 

Those of you who are in attendance at the hearings are requested to 
maintain order so that the witnesses who are testify ing may be heard, 
and to refrain from any demonstration of approval or disapproval, at 
all times. 

We will be required to ask anyone who does not conform to these 
suggestions to leave the hearing room. 

Our experience has been that taking of photographs is gener: ally 
confusing to the witness, and in the interest of speedy proc edure we, 
therefore, request that the taking of photographs be restricted to the 
start and the conclusion of the witness’ testimony. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, I note that Senator Taft’s statement 
is in four parts, and [ ask that he be permitted to finish each part be- 
fore being questioned. 

Senator Guerre. Without objection, that course will be followed. 

Senator Taft, as you have just heard me state, the subcommittee has 
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adopted a rule that everyone appearing before it to give testimony 
shall be under oath. In conformity with that, I shall ask you to stand. 
Do you solemnly swear that the evidence and statements presented 
to this hearing committee in relation to the matter before it shall 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ¢ 
Senator Tarr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HON. ROBERT A. TAFT, UNITED STATES SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF OHIO, ACCOMPANIED BY BASIL R. LITTIN 


Senator Gitterre. 1 understand, Senator, that you have a formal 
statement that you wish to read in your presentation. 

Senator Tarr. Yes. There are four branches of it, and after that I 
don’t care, but I would like to finish each one and then ask for ques- 
tions on that one, at the end of that one, if you wish to ask questions. 

Of course, you are free to ask questions at any time. 

Senator Giuterre. In conformity with that request and with the 
request of Senator Smith, that course will be followed, and you will 
complete your statement before being interrupted. 

Senator Tarr. The first section is the first eight pages. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, | appear before 
this committee at my own request to put into the record a history of 
the Ohio campaign. 

My own election is not being contested now, nor has it ever been con- 
tested, nor has the slightest ground for any such contest ever been 
suggested. I was elected by a majority of more than 431,000, which 
is certainly one of the largest, if not the largest, majority ever given 
a Senator in an election in the State of Ohio. 

I might say at this point for the purpose of the record—and I offer 
the Ohio election statistics simply that the facts may be in the reeord— 
that at the election I received 1,645,648 votes. My opponent received 

1,214,459 votes. The total number of electors who voted at the election 
for all purposes was 2,987,424, substantially 3,000,000 voters. 

No one of the 1,645,000 Ohioans who voted for me has ever com 
plained, as far as I have heard, that he was deceived or mistaken be- 
fore he cast that vote. 

The purpose of this hearing, as explained to me by the chairman and 
the members of the committee, is to examine one of the major elections 
held in 1950 with the view to determining whether legislation is re 
quired to improve our election procedure, to examine the techniques 
used, and propaganda and organization which might tend to mislead 
the people in future elections. Iam glad to cooperate in this purpose 
and I am appearing here to give a complete story of the whole cam- 
paign in Ohio with the view to assisting the committee. 

Apparently outsiders are trying to divert this committee’s proper 
purpose to a purely Democratic political maneuver. I assume the 
committee will permit no such use of this forum for that purpose. 
Last week the President made a completely false statement about the 
Ohio election. He said, “We saw how the special interests poured 
money into Ohio last year to elect a Republican Senator. Now they 
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will be thinking that if money can win an election in Ohio maybe 
money can win a national election.” Mr. Thomas L. Stokes who 
usually knows what’s going on in Democratic politics said: 

Among other things, President Truman's speech * * * was a curtain 
raiser, or advance publicility, for another show that begins here next week. 
This show, staged by the Privileges and Elections Subcommittee of the Senate 
Administration and Rules Committee, has to do with campaign expenditures, 
specifically those in the Ohio election in which Senator Taft won overwhelmingly. 
The President's advance billing for the Senate committee’s inquiry was projected 
forward to the 1952 election. 

I have sufficient confidence in my colleagues of this committee to 
know that they will not permit outsiders in the Democratic National 
Committee or the President of the United States himself to use this 
committee as a political smear weapon. I shall show today that the 
President’s statements regarding the Ohio campaign are untrue. 

The campaign against me represented a sinister conspiracy designed 
to punish me for my legislative activities in the United States Senate. 
My opposition ap parently would stop at nothing. They were guilty 
of excessive use of money, pouring funds into Ohio from every State 
in the Union; they used false-front organizations; they sent carpet- 
baggers and outside organizers into Ohio: they based their campaign 
on lies and misrepresentations about my personal life and on a so- 
called Speaker’s Handbook, produced by the PAC, which the Cleve- 
land News labeled “not only one of the most voluminous but one of 
the most distorted pieces of campaign literature ever produced in the 
history of Ohio politics.” My opposition were guilty of the most ex- 
treme appeals to class hi itred. They injected the religious issue in 
the ¢ ampaign. 

Furthermore, the campaign had a peculiar Communist undertone, 
which included a detailed blueprint for the campaign drawn up by 
Gus Hall, secretary of the Ohio Communist Party and top national 
Communist. 

1. In the Ohio campaign I was subjected to the most vitrolic attack 
probably ever conducted against a candidate. The entire campaign 
was one of complete distortion of the facts. It ineluded scurrilous 
personal attacks and literature which should bring shame to the faces 
of those who devised them. 

2. Money was poured ae Ohio by certain labor unions, notably 
the top org inIZ iT1ons of he GC IO and A. I, of a The reports filed 
oy my opponents are nie 8 land uncertain. Most of the expenses 
urred directly cannot be located by us in their reports, Orher 
7 ieee 1 expenses were in ho Way reported, such nS the sum of S7TDO.000 
paid to the Mutual Broadeasting Co. for the Frank Edwards series 
of broadcasts which were devoted principally to attacks on me and 
re my ree ‘lection. 

Of the money spent by my committee, not one cent was spent for 
any purpose except a completely lawful purpose. We faced one of 
the bitterest and most completely organized campaigns ever planned 
against a candidate for Senator and we had to meet that campaign. 
Arraved against me was the combined streneth of the CIO. A. F. of L.. 
railroad brotherhoods, United Mine Workers. the machinists, and 
numerous other big independent unions, as well as the Democratic 
organization in Ohio and the national administration in Washington. 
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Much of the activity was clirected meht from the White Hoi se, and 
top administration leaders were sent into Ohio t help defeat me. 
Some of the names who highlighted this effort are as follows: 
William Bovle, ex Democratic National Committee chairman: 
Senator Hubert Humphrey: J. Howard McGrath, United States 
Attorney: Vice Pres} dent Alben Barkley; Oscar Kw ny, director ot 
the Federal Security Administration: Maurice ‘Tobin, secretary of 
Labor; Charles F. Brannon, Secretary of Agriculture; Charles Sav 
ver, eK retary of Commerce: Philip Murray. pre sident of the CLO 
and national head of the Political Action Committee: Willian ; 
O'Dwyer, ex-mayor of New York and now Ambassador to Mexico; 
Walter Reuther, pre ident of the U st Auto Workers, CLO. who 


toured the State; Senator Herbert H. Lehman: William Green, pres 
dent of the A. IF. of L, 
On September 19, 1950, W. Averell Harriman, Special Assistant to 


the President, used the national convention of the A. F. of L. 
Houston, ‘Tex... as a forum to launch a political diatribe a 


alost mig 


and the full resources of the administration’s propaganda machine 
gol behind this pure ly re il attack. ‘This speech was distributed 
from the White Hou e by Charles G. Ross, late oa to the 
President. with the full a and pnt of the hite House be- 
hind it. Wide circulation was viven tc 1 speech 1h ‘sofsiade he even 


went so far as to say: 


When vou look at his [Taft's] record, vou cannot esceny 
if the Congress had ad pote d his pos tions, Communi ectives: w id thereby 
have been furthered 


‘To meet ee It Was necessary to spend more money prob 


] 


| 4° 
api 


v than in an ordu ry snoneiihieigebaie committee has tl ie Neuse 
but we had the job of reaching 5,000,000 potential voters in Ohi 
a State with 8,000,000 populati On. Three million voted and here 


were about Y? VOOOOOO more. You have to reach « vervbody wlio 1s 
potential voter, or try to do so. 

In connection with the amount of mot eV spent in Ohio, I have seer 
a tendency to say all that was spent by the State and county com- 
mittees was spent for me. I think that the Republican State Com- 
mittee paid certain expenses directly for my campaign and of course 
this is properly chargeable to my committees, but apart from that 
they were just as much concerned with tl 
Republican candidates. 

They were directly concerned W ith the election ot the Governor. 


e election Of many o e 


Lieutenant Governor, treasurer of State. secretary of State, and 
attorney general, three judges of the supreme court, 23 Congressinen, 


about 150 members of the legislature, 176 county siciaks, and about 
LO) judges at the lower level. Altogether. the money they spent was 
spent to elect some 500 dittere ‘nt candidates in SS separate counties, 

[ shall list later in my statement the various activities of my oppo 
nents. I am satisfied that if the committee will find out how much 
money Was spent on these activities and others, they will find that my 
opponents spent $3 for every dollar spent in miy beh alf by nmiy Ssup- 
1 PCOrS. 

There has been some indication that my opponents claim that [in 


1 


acti a religious issue into the ¢ ‘campaign, I sav that this s absolutely 
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untrue. No committee of mine nor any supporter of mine, with my 
-” proval, raised a religious issue at any time in the campaign. Tow: ard 
the end of the campaign my opponent made this charge, and I then 
made this public statement. 

I tind the statement that I made was in my own handwriting, writ- 
ten out for, I think, a radio broadcast. A question asked me: 


Mr. Taft, I notice that your opponent is charging you with introducing a 
religious issue in the Ohio campaign 


My answer was: 


Yes, he is sufficiently desperate to make any kind of charge here at the last 
moment A man named Stonebrunner wrote a letter asking some of his co- 
religionists to vote against my opponent I never heard of Stonebrunner and 
he is certainly no friend of mine. The appeal he made is contrary to every prin- 
ciple in which I believe, and every principle urged by my committees or myself. 
It is my opponent who is trying to make votes by raising a religious issue 

1 offer that as exhibit 00. 

(The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit 00° and is to 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. I understand that the head of my campaign com- 
mittee, Mr. Willis D. Gradison, who will testify here, telephoned Mr. 
Stonebrunner and called him down. This is all I shall say on the al- 
leved religious issue, for which there is no basis whatsoeve7. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


The committee has asked for recommendations. It is not easy 
to control an election campaign, but I will make certain suggestions 
which could be explored by your experts: 

A. Enforce the laws impartially and permit either candidate to 
invoke the law by direct action if the Attorney General, after notice, 
refuses to do so. In 1944 1 complained about a pamphlet published by 
the CIO Council of Ohio with union funds, contrary to the provisions 
of the Smith-Connally Act, in my opinion. T brought the matter be- 
fore a predecessor committee of this committee. The committee di- 
rected the Attorney General to bring suit. 

I don’t think that is quite true. I think some of the members sug- 
gested that he bring suit. He didn’t think the law applied and that, 
although the law prohibited contributions, it didn’t prohibit the 
union from printing a pamphlet with its own money. That seemed 
to me to be an extraordinary opinion of the law. 

He refused, upon the request of Senator Ferguson, to bring a test 
suit on this. The committee did not do so, I find. It was only some 
members of the committee who requested it. 

The Attorney General wrote a letter later saying he would not do 
so because he said he didn't think the law applied. 

Senator Gitterre. May I interrupt vouthere? I understood you to 
say that the Attorney General refused on request of Senator Ferguson. 
He refused the request of Senator Ferguson: isn’t that it ? 

Senator Tarr. Yes, he refused Senator Ferguson’s suggestion. 

Senator Giuierre. He didn’t refuse on request of Senator Ferguson ? 

Senator Tarr. Tam not sure. Some months later he wrote a letter 


saving why he had not brought the suit, which we can offer if it 
becomes material. 
Senator GILLeTrer. Proceed. 
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Since that day the unions have felt substantially free to violate that 
law and the Taft-H: irtley law because they knew that the law would 
not be enforced against them. 

Bb. L think it might be possible to require the filing of all literature 
dealing with the election of national officers with some official in Wash 
ington before such literature is circulated. The filing might include 
a statement of the total number to be printed and should certainly 
name the organization responsible for the preparation of the literature 
1 am not suggesting any censorship, but I believe the necessity of mak 
ing this official filing would impose a responsibility which might dete: 
fails se statements. 

Some objection has been made that you couldn't wait to do that. Of 
course it might simply be provided that if you put it in the mail ; 
dressed to the Clerk of the Senate, whoever it might be, registered sak 
that that would answer the purpose. You wouldn't have to then wait 
until it actually wats filed. 

C. With some hesitation I suggest that you invesigate the possibil 


ity of a law punishing direct misstatements of fact in a campaign. 
There might perhaps be a penalty payable in a civil suit to the injured 


party. I recognize the difficulty of drafting a statute of this kind. 
Shading between fact and opinion is often very close. The action 
would be in the nature of an action of fraud in common law. 

D. I think undoubtedly t!> laws relating to money contributions 
should be definitely Clarified. 

I have constant complaint of people that they can’t understand what 
they can do and what they can't do, and this $5,000 limit, how it works, 
to what it apphes, and so forth, seems to be in complete confusion. 

I had a leading lawyer in Cincinnati tell me last Saturday I think, 
that he could not tell his clients what they could do and what they 
couldn't do under the indefinite terms of the Hatch Act today. 

If possible, there should be included time spent by employees. Thus 
in the recent election, not on lv Federal officials but paid 1 union of 
ficers devoted much of their time to this campaign at considerable ex 
pense to somebody. 

IK. If there are to be effective limitations on the ee of 1 lone y 
to be spent, the Jaws will have to be much clearer than the Vv are today. 
It is almost impossible to prevent evasion, but a very carefully writter 
law might accomplish something in that direction. 

That is the end of the opening statement. If vou have anvthing 
that isn’t covered 
tions on it now. 

Senator Griterre. I understood that vou wanted to coniplete youl 
statement before 

Senator Tarr. As Tsay. ] wanted to complete each section of 

Senator Monroney. That is a summary of the four sections / 

Senator Tarr. This is a summary of the four sections, an introduc 
Tion, Ves. 

Senator Gu terre. Are there any questions ¢ 

Senator Monroney. [think we had better wait until he gets on sper 
fic items to question him, I thought that was the purpose. 

Senator Tarr. I] don't want to put off the questions to the very el d. 
] think everybody vets tine dl before then. 


more fully later, I would be glad to answer que 
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Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, would you suggest that we perhaps 


wait for our questions, withhold our questions up to the place of the 





exhibits / 

Senator Tarr. No. As I say, this is a summary, so perhaps most 
of it is covered in oreater detail in the rest of the statement, so per- 
haps we will go on to No. 2 and when I get through with No. 2, I 
will stop again for questions. 

In order to understand the background of the Ohio campaign, it 
would be necessary to go back to the campaign of 1944 in which I was 
subjected to very much the same kind of attack as I was in 1950. The 
1950 opposition to me arose out of the ne of the Taft-Hartley 
law and the bitter campaign to oes it as a slave-labor law with- 
out the slightest basis of fact. I wish 1 | partic ular to outline the 
problem which faced me after the 1948 election when the labor unions 
had defeated a number of Republican Senators and Congressmen and 
President Truman had been reelected on a campaign to repeal the 
Taft-Hartley law. The extent of the threats made against me made 
it necessary for us to organize as completely as we could possibly 
organize, to raise the money to finance that organization, and to plan 
a campaign in which I personally could reach as many Ohio voters 
as possible 

Following the passage of the Taft-Hartley law in 1947, certain 
labor-union bosses had pledged themselves to eradicate me from the 
senate. 

They lost no time in getting their campaign under way. I have 
here an exhibit which is not in the statement, Mr. William Green’s 
speech before the American Federation of Labor in Cincinnati in 1948 
after the passage of the Taft-Hartley law, and I will read an extract 
from his speech at that time: 

Now having gone through that experience, [ am confident that the delegates 
to this convention will direct and order that Labor’s League ‘for Political Educa- 
tion shall be maintained and financed and preserved upon a sound and permanent 
basis. 

It seems appropriate for me to state here in this great, great democratic city 
the Queen City of the Middle West 
that is Cincinnati. It isa Republican city now 
that if it is not maintained for any other purpose it should be maintained for 
the express purpose of helping these representatives in Ohio to defeat the one 
who was joint author of the Taft-Hartley law, and who lives in this city, when 
he is up for reelection in 1950. I think I can property state that we shall unite 
as never before for the realization of that great moral as well as political victory 
in 1950, and I am confident that the voters in Ohio will speak more decisively 
n 1950 than they spoke in 1948. 

On August 23, 1949, Mr. William Green, president of the American 
Federation of Labor, told the delegates to the Ohio State Federation 
of Labor convention at Columbus, Ohio, that “The defeat of Taft is 
the No. 1 point on our legislative program.” He further stated, 
according to the Columbus Dispatch, that the AFL will “pour every- 
thing it has into a campaign to defeat Taft next year.” 

He was further quoted as saying there is no limit in what the league 
may spend in any drive. He indicated the AFL would spend as much 
as necessary to defeat the Ohio Senator. 


This account further states that— 


he said Taft would be defeated “decisively” when he runs for reelection in 1950, 
The AFL chief pointed ont that labor’s chief objective will be to drive Taft, 








INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN {y 


coauthor of the Taft-Hartley Labor Act, and anyone else who voted for the 
menusure, out of office 


(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits 1—-A and 
1—-B” and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. There is some further material in the Columbus 
Dispatch of Monday, August 22, on this same convention : 

arlier, during a preconvention session with leaders Sunday, Hannah 
he is the Phil Hannah, secretary-treasurer of the Ohio American 
Federation of Labor— 
proposed a plan under which 108 presidents of international unions of the 
American Federation of Labor will campaign in Ohio to defeat Taft 

“The whole theme of this convention will be * * * beat Taft,’ Hannah 
said as 500 delegates assembled for the initial session of the 3-day meeting 

The delegates gazed upon a huge 10- by 2-foot banner erected over the speakers 
platform bearing words to substantiate Hannah's statement. The lettering said 
“Register now. Beat Taft in 1950.” 

The 76-year-old AFL chieftain told delegates Ohio would be the political ba 
field of the Nation next year. He said: 

‘It will be like Gettysburg was in the Civil War 

Green said the AFL would use “every device that has been used” and that the 
campaign would be organized from the precinct up. It will be one of doorbs 
ringing and telephone calling, he declared. 

This then was the theme as set forth by Mr. Green: 


Cost What it may, we're going to bring about the defeat of Senator Taft. We dl 


beat Taft with money 


I haven't been able to verify the “Beat Taft with money.” While 
that is the whole theme of the other remarks, | would rather strike 
that out because I can’t find a direct I find one paper, but I want to 
leave out the “We'll beat Taft with money” end of it, but the “Cost 
What it nia . there is no doubt Mr. Green said. 

And the Labor Review of August 95, 1949, quoted Mr. Green as 
saying: 

The obligation is upon us now to drive the coauthor of that law out of publi 
life by defeating the notorious Senator Taft when we vote in 1950 

(The document above referred to Was marked “Exhibit 2” and will 
he found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Parr. I will not otler these exhibits formally. The ud 
bers are on the side, and T assume we will put them all in the record. 

Senator GiLLerre. Just a moment, Senator Taft. With reference 
to these exhibits, of course you don’t want to encumber the record with 
these exhibits eXce] ting as to youl quotation of ext erpts. 

Senator Tarr. That’s is mght. We will file them with the com 
niittee, 


) 


Senator Gitterre. File them with the record perhaps properly 
identified. 

Senator Tart Yes: that is right. 

Senator Gitcerrre. Proceed, Senator. 

Senator Tarr. This isthe direct statement of these same things from 


the labor hewspaper, the Labor Review, AFL dispatch, that 1s t 
is not the regular newspaper. This is the Labor newspaper record 


CoLtuvrus, Oro, August Bh special) “Cost what it may. let it be } 
will,’ William Green, president of the American Federation of Labor, ce 
in calling for the defeat next vear of Senator Robert A. Taft, Repu 


Cincinnatl. 
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Leaving out some: 

What the cost of labor’s campaign to defeat Senator Taft will be, Mr. Green 
declined to estimate. He said, however, that: 

“The AFL and its League for Political Education will spend $750,000 to 
$1,000,000 on a 5-night-a-week radio program with a nationally known com 
mentator to “Tell the truth about labor.’ ” 

In other words, this Frank Edwards broadcast was brought up as 
a direct method of carrying out his program against me. 

The league will ask each of the 8,000,000 AFL members to contribute $2 toward 
the 1950 campaign, the main battlefield of which will be in Ohio. 

That is $16,000,000 that he was threatening mainly apparently to 
be used in Ohio, 

Half of this will be returned to the State where collected (There are an 
estimated 500,000 AFL members in Ohio.) They will get it 

Senator Monroney. What is that exhibit number? 

Senator Tarr. Exhibit 3. It is on the side of the statement, 
page 11. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 3° and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Other union bosses made their plans known. 

James Caesar Petrillo, czar of the musicians’ union, announced to 
his union in Hoboken, N. J.—I read from the Jersey Journal of 
Hoboken: 


“Taft doesn’t understand our language. He's fer the people from the top 
down and not from the bottom up.” 

Again addressing the Senator, Petrillo warned, “Mr. Taft. we are coming 
into Ohio in 1950 and, believe me, there will be nothing we won't do to knock 
your silly head out of the United States Senate—and keep it out.” 

Mr. Petrillo’s contribution to the campaign. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 4° and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Lewis M. Herrmann, secretary-treasurer of the In 
ternational Labor Press of America, AFL, said in a hearing before 
the Senate Labor Committee on February 7, 1949—he was testifying 
before my committee when I was there: 

The boys in Ohio tell me they will take care of things over there pretty well, 
including you (Senator Taft) in the next election 

At Tampa, Fla.. President Leighty of the Railroad ‘Telegraplhers 
Union said: 

We will place Taft in the same ashean with Joe Ball of Minnesota 

And in Miami Beach, Senator Claude Pepper said: 

We failed to repeal the Taft-Hartley law, but | think we'll repeal Senator 
Taft in the 1950 elections 

The drive for the political war chest of dollars to defeat me was 
begun in July 1949, 16 months before election day. The unions con 
ducted the drive to raise $2 per member for this purpose. The AFL 
goal, according to that estimate, was about $15 million, and the CLO 
goal was about $12 million, a good portion of it to be earmarked for 
Ohio. 

The Cleveland Plain Dealer quoted Green as follows: 


More money and manpower than the American Federation of Labor ever vet 
has used in a single political effort will 
Ohio next year 


go into the “beat Taft’ campaign in 
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(The document above referred to is marked “Exhibit No. 62° and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Labor’s League for Political Education, the politi 
cal propaganda arm of the AFL, Washington, May 23, 1949—that 
was even longer, 18 months ahead of the election—said : 


The 1950 election campaign will start in July of this yvear—16 months before 
election day. A drive for voluntary contributions will start next fall. Special 
concentrated attention will be given next year to Southern Democratic primaries 
But the chief target for 1950 will be the deleat of Senator Robert Taft of Ohio 

‘These were the decisions made at the LLPE administrative committee meet 
ing in Cleveland. The LLPE policy leaders with the recent vote of the Halleck 
Wood bill fresh in their minds were far from discouraced by the votes in the 
Righty-first Congress. 

The LLPE Administrative Committee is determined that our league shall not 
be “too little and too late.” The committee was happy to report that at the 
present time practically every AFL international union is giving wholehearted 
support and financial assistance to LLPE. All of the key State leaders will be 
called into Washington some time in July to lay out concrete and coordinated 
strategy for the 1950 election and to get set for the biggest political fund-raising 
drive in AFL history. 


(The document above referred to is marked “Exhibit No. 7" and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Victor Riesel, syndicated labor columnist, summed 
up the matter of the “get Taft™ money drive on August 2, 1949, in 
his column, as follows: 


Lest vou think 1950 will be just another routine political season for the unions, 
just remember that in the past few weeks they've been talking in terms of raising 
about $22 million for the fight—or an average of $1.50 per union Joe. 

In mid-October 1950, George Sokolsky in his column said : 

The American Federation of Labor and the CLO are pouring enormous sums 
into Ohio, as educational as well as campaign expenses, to defeat Senator Taft 
their object is to prove that anyone who opposes them will be rubbed out—that is, 
politically 

A national convention of the Labor League for Political Education 
on July 19-20, 1949, in Washington heard Green. In a report of 
this meeting, the League Reporter, official publication of the AFL, 
said : 

“Beat Bob Taft” was the parting appeal which Chairman William Green 
shouted to 300 cheering national LLPE leaders as they adjourned their 2-day 
conference in Washington, July 19-20. 

Delegates from the 48 States threshed out their political problems and blue 
printed the biggest and best coordinated political drive in United States labor 
history. 

Instead of $1 contributions, the conference recommended $2 for the drive 

The League Reporter, that is the publication of the LLPE, said 
this on August 22, 1949, that a meeting in Toronto, Canada, agreed 
to the $2 per member levy. 

Concurrent with this political activity was a drive for additional 
members. The League Reporter on October 17, 1949, said: 

The political job labor must do next year will be helped if the AI-L is success 
ful in its drive for 1 million new members in 1950. 

The AFL convention in St. Paul approved a policy statement that called 
for a coordinated political and membership organizing drive in t -e coming 
election vear 


The CIO followed much the same pattern as the AFL. 


The CIO News of March 20, 1950, reported: “VTAC’s goal is that every CIO 
member be personally, intelligently approached with an appeal to give a dollar on 
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more to PAC—to give it voluntarily, from intelligent motives and for under- 
stood purposes. 

In that part of the drive local PAC getting in gear to launch a big dollar 
drive, PAC financial operations take place in a “goldfish bowl.” The money 
comes in, in trickles, gushes, or floods, from the local PAC’s, and here’s how it’s 
spent: 

Half the collected amount—5)0 cents of every $1—stays in the State, to be 
spent on the scene by the local PAC’s, for the thousand and one expenses that 
attend a political campaign—literature, raido time, baby sitters, rallies, posters, 
telephones, postage, clerical help. 

The other half goes to the national office, at 1846 Connecticut Avenue NW, 
Washington, D. C. Of this, a large portion is used for direct contribution to 
candidates whom local and State PAC’s have endorsed. Out of the national 
office share also comes money for research which provides State and local 
PAC’s with material useful in campaigns, such as voting records and statistics, 
results of special surveys, last-minute information on Capitol Hill developments. 

In addition to the foregoing we were faced with an active threat 
from the Communist Party of Ohio. The influence of the Communists 

always difficult to determine, but they are expert organizers and 
influence a lot of people in organizations who are not Communists. 
Gus Hall, head of the Communist Party of Ohio, told the Toledo 
Blade that the Reds were ready to jo any coalition to defeat me. 
Hall will be remembered as 1 of the 11 Communists convicted on 
charges of conspiracy to overthrow the United States Government, 
and one who has recently been captured after an ese _ to Mexico. 
Hall wrote the blueprint for the entire campaign against me in a 
Communist magazine called Political Affairs. Here is part of what 
he said in a letter addressed to comrades of Ohio: 

Senator Monroney. Can vou give us the date of that, Senator? 

Senator Tarr. It is December 1949, Political Affairs. There is a 
picture of Mr. Stalin on the cover. Seventieth birthday of J. V. 
Stalin. There is an article on Stalin on his seventieth birthday and 
this is a letter to the comrades of Ohio by Gus Hall, headed “United 
front is the key to victory over reaction.” 

Senator Gieterre. What volume are you quoting from, Senator / 

Senator Tarr. This is the bound volume of Political Affairs from 
the Library of Congress. Do you want the number of the Library of 
Congress report / 

Senator Giuuerre. Yes. 

Senator Tarr. It will be here filed with the committee. It is HX 
LP 57. 

He says this in the letter, and it is interesting: 

We Inust now set our sights on the 1950 elections for a Senator and Congress- 
me Senator Robert Taft has become the symbol of everything reactionary to 
the majority of labor, the Negro people, and many other sections of the voters 
of Ohio. There is no question but that Taft can be defeated in 1950. But we 
must see that the broad coalition developing for the defeat of Taft can become 
the base for a general electoral people's coalition for 1950 in Ohio. This coali 
tion should include the A. F. of L.. ClO, Railroad Brotherhood, NAACP, the Pro 
gressive Party, Farmers’ Union and the hundreds of organizations of the Common 
people. There will be attempts to steer this movement into the usual two-party 
channels. We must be ready to work with sections of both old parties, but must 

id the ptfall of this movement becoming an arm of either of the two old par 
ties. We must push forward and promote the role of labor and the Negro people 
in this coalition 


We must boldly join forces with the broad developing electoral coalition. 
While doing so, we must take issne with all waverings or reactionary moves on 
the part of allies in the coalition We should work in such a fashion that when 


esm kk: of the 1850 elections clears away, Taft will be in the political ashcan, 
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eS 


there will be some new progressive Congressmen to represent Ohio, the Progres 
sive Party will be much stronger, the Communist Party’s influence greater and 


there will be a broad coalition, with labor as the decisive influence. This will 
be a hard test for our policy of building a people's coalition. 


The next is a repetition, pages 15 and 16. Going to page 17, the 
Daily Worker, official mouthpiece of the Communist Party, had 
carried another article by Hall in January, 1950, entitled “The Target 
is Taft—The Time is 1950." This article went into great detail as t 
how the Reds could organize committees In every Se tion of the State 
to bring about my defeat. That im Serraney t. 


(The document above referred to was eens “Exhibit 5° and 
will be found in the files of he subcomnitten 
If there are any other questions, or perhaps you wish me to contit 


with three to follow up the other one. 


HOW TO MEET THIS TILREA'T 


l don't know any x senator here would ques stion that the thi ‘eat J 
had to meet ve tired a very thorough campaign if my political career 
were not to be brought to : an end. We proceeded to set Up a COMM ITTE 
of which my friend, Willis D. Gradison, a leading citizen of 
cinnati, former State representative, and head of the finance committe: 
of the citv council, agreed to be chairman. 

I didn’t have, after that, anything to do with the committee, except 
as my own activities fit into it as I describe het caller: 

We planned a program for my own activities. For 18 months befor 
thre » election I made a id minute radio broadcast every week whi 1) 
was played on about 35 stations in the State of Ohio as a public-service 
proposition until the campaign began. It consisted of a weekly repor 
from Washineton on legislation. It explained ny position on each 
measure. For 16 months I wrote a weekly column which was printed 
by some 180 newspapers in the State of Ohio, mostly in the smalle 
towns. 

I planned a tour in 1949, beginning Labor Day, to go to every one of 
the SS counties in the State to report my activities to the voters as ther 
Senator during the preceding 11 vears, I did not hold political meet 
ings. but we organized meetings of farmers, businessmen, of teachers, 
and whenever the labor union leaders would permit it, of unior 
members. 


1 


I visited many plants and made speeches in a few, but generally 
walked through the plant and met as many of the men by personal 
introduction as was hati, I tried to find out what all these people 
were interested in as the guide to my own legislative media and I 
learned a great deal about the industrial and agricultural activity 
_—e is the basis of the economic prosperity of Ohio. My 10) clan 

‘Ip was Interrupted by an extended session of Congress but T manage 
to reach all the 88 counties by April 1, 1950. 

i then arranged : i political tour of 12 weeks, beoinnine on August 
1D. 1950 ana runnin. rntil the election. I coy red all t| e counties this 
time with politica | meetings, with perhaps one or two exceptiol s. 

Dur re the 2 vears I made 873 speeches and spoke 147 times « 
rodio, toured 334 pl: ants and appeared several times on TY, 
rve] to cut eaah the iron curtam of censorship imposed b 
ion bosses on union emplovees. Whenever IT could get a lab 
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audience I spoke on the Taft-Hartley law. By the end of the campaign 
I was the only person making the Taft-Hartley issue and the labor 
unions were soft pedaling it. All told, I estimate I personally spoke 
to about 750,000 people in my two tours. I think this is material 
because it tends to refute the, President’s reckless statement that the 
Ohio election was brought by the contributions from special interests. 

In other words, I would say my personal appeal had a good deal 
more to do with the election than the expenditure of money and the 
other phases of the campaign. 

I do not mean to say that my efforts alone produced the victory in 
onic We were literally snowed under with offers of voluntary sup- 
port. Committees sprang up in many cities and went to work without 
even consulting our own committee. The voters of Ohio evidently 
resented the advice from out of State union organizers, resented 
the carpetbaggers, the administration leaders, the huge sums of money 
controlled by the unions, the low type of scurrilous literature, the les 
and misrepresentations, and the Communist flavor of the campaign to 
purge a man who had served them as Senator for 12 years. 

Thousands of cards were signed by those offering to work and we 
had the job of organizing them to re lay their enthusiasm to voters at 
the polls. Veteran newspapermen called it the greatest bell-ringing 
crusade in Ohio history. By the time we got through we had five or 
six voluntary workers in many of the precincts through the State tied 
into the regular Republican precinct executive. There were organized 
State-wide committees of doctors, farmers, veterans, and labor. Oper- 
ating on a voluntary basis, their representatives formed Taft commit- 
tees In Many counties. 

The general resentment created by the labor threats extended 
throughout the entire Nation. Money was voluntarily contributed 
from many other States. Someone in Chicago, I think, or California, 
started a chain letter asking each recipient of the letter to send in $1 
and write 10 more letters to friends requesting the same contribution. 
I didn’t like the idea of chain letters, although it was legal in every 
way, and whenever we were asked, we discouraged the continuation of 
that practice, but the result was to bring us more than $70,000 in $1 
contributions from every State in the Union. I don’t suppose any 
candidate for office has ever had as many completely voluntary con- 
tributions to support a political campaign. 

While that is true with $1 contributions, the larger contributions, I 
think, can also be said to have come in in most cases voluntarily with- 
ut solicitation. People tried to form committees in different parts of 
the country to raise money. We turned down that but we gave them 
the place to which the money could be sent. 

I think the general result of the campaign was due more than 
anything else to the enthusiasm on our side as compared with the lack 
of enthusiasm on the labor side. 

I spoke of these five or six volunteer workers that came in and we 
tied them into the precinct executives who are for the most part 
volunteers also. 

In the last day of the campaign, the labor people did a very good job 
in organizing out of their union offices all of the union members, 
vetting their union members and their wives and families to go and 


-~ 


register 
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They carried on a State-wide propaganda campaign. They did the 
job, as long as it was done by paid people. When it came down to 
election day, they did not have anybody at the polls. They could not 
vet anybody to work for nothing. They advertised for workers at $15 
a day to work at the polls and they hi: urdly got any of them. ‘They sent 
to the Unemployment Compensation offices in Cleveland and Cinein 
nati to have people sent over to work at the polls and they could not 
get anybody. 

The ordinary union workman, the average union workman had no 
enthusiasm or interest in their cause and the result of the election was 
that the people in Ohio, the great buik of them, were enthusiastic 
about our side and they were not enthusiastic on the other side. 

That ends that section and [T would be glad to answer any questions. 

Senator HENNINGs. Senator, 1 know we would be interested in you 
observation about the lack of enthusiasm on the part of the labor 
people. 

Would you say that that also obtained to the regular Democratic 
organization throughout the State? 

Senator Tarr. I think I may say something later on that, but the 
veneral fact is that I think the Democratic organizations resented the 
labor campaign, broadly speaking. That is the generalization. That 
was not always true, of course. 

I think in the first place a lot of conservative Democrats are form 
ing on the issues. I think they did not want the Political Action 
Committee to come in and take over the State of Ohio and resented 
the fact of their taking over the campaign. I think even the Demo- 
cratic National Committee rather wished it off on the CIO after they 
undertook this campaign on the labor people. 

My impression is that the Democratic organizations contined their 
work pretty much to the local and State candidates and let the labor 
people carry the burden of the campaign against me. 

Of course, they had executives at the polls and I assume they did 
their job to try to get them to vote the straight Democratic tic ket all 
the way down. There was no what you might call “knifing” on the 
part of the Democratic organization, but they did not take much 
interest in the campaign, I would think. 

Senator Henninoas. It was your feeling, then, Senator, that the 
regular Democratic organizations felt that ‘the ‘vy had in some measure, 
been usurped as to functions, and prerogative and operations in the 
campaign, 

Senator Tarr. I would think so. That is my expression. They had 
hefore them the example of the Democratic Party of Michigan which 
was taken over by the CTO for all practical ae ea I do not believe 
they wanted to see the Democratic Party in Ohio taken over by the 
CIO. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Monroney / 

Senator Monroney. I notice in all of your background of the cam 
paign, Senator Taft, it was apparently a labor issue. There was 
nothing mentioned in your statement regarding foreign policy or 
other opposition that might have been used in the campaign. 

Senator Tarr. Well, I did not emphasize that because what I was 
trying to show in this preliminary statement—there will be more of 
that as we go through—was try Ing to show that the threat which was 
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made, justified me in setting up the most elaborate campaign of which 
I know, in my history, myself, to meet any such threat. That is what 
I have been trying to make. 

As a matter of fact, as I say, the labor people soft-pedaled the Taft- 
Hartley issue, and they made more issue on foreign policy against me 
than they did on labor causes, when it came to public pamphlets and 
things of that sort. My whole voting record was 12 years. All of 
those issues were In. 

My own campaign was conducted on two issues, on foreign policy 
and on what you might call the socialistic trend of the Presidents 
program in price controls, the Brannan plan, socialized medicine. My 
speeches were devoted to that subject. I did not Say a great deal 
xbout the labor people except in one speech which I will put into the 
record later. 

In the campaign, I brought up the labor thinking because it showed 
I had to put on a campaign if I was going to survive at all. I have 
shown the character of that campaign against me. The issue of the 
campaign were brought out in the newspapers, half on foreign policy 
and half on domestic, roughly speaking. 

I think the money that came in voluntarily. and the enthusiasm 
was partly because of the sentiment of the labor campaign. There 
is no doubt about this, but as to the issue. as to why the people voted. 
1 do not know. We tried to make the other issues more prominent 
than the labor issue. The other issue speaks for itself. I did not 
have to argue about it. 

Senator Monroney. You were faced with about 500,000 AFL mem 
bers and how many CIO members ¢ 

Senator Tarr. Well, I figured about 1 million members altogether 
That isa pure guess, Senator. I do not know 

Senator Monroney. You used the term 500.000 in one of the 
exhibits. 

Senator Tarr. That is Green's statement of AFL members in Ohio. 

Ithink vou have, roughly speaking, in the country. 15 million labor 
union members and Ohio is about 5 percent of the population, that 
would be 750,000, and being an industrial State, it is probably bigger 
than that. somewhere between 750.000 and 1 million members, and of 
course their families. 

Senator Monronry. You do not oppose labor's right to oppose Taft 
for Senator—they opposed me in my fight because } was for the Taft- 
Hartley bill. 

Senator Tarr. Oh, no, I only show the background of this whole 

campaign and why it required a more elaborate campaign than usu: rn 
and then to bring to the committee's attention the methods used i 
that campaign to which Tam coming here. 

Senator Monroney. In your statement. von allege—— 

Senator Tarr. While I do not question their right, I think they 
made a mistake. In there, the results show that thi at kind of a cam- 
paign is not the kind to put on. 

Senator Monronry. In your statement, you mentioned the matter 
of 750,000 being paid to Mutual Broadcasting for the Frank Ed 
wards series of broadeasts, and it might leave the intimation that 
that was strictly a part of labor's campaign against von. 
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Senator Tarr. Of course it reached all of the Nation, but [ doubt 


very much if Mr. Edwards made a single weekly broadcast in whi 
he did not attack me. during the 50 weeks of the campaign. 

Senator Monroney. Whether or not the S750.000 figure incluck 
the 48 States and the amount that would be properly allocated, if you 
did beheve that that was strictly desiened to defeat vou. v 

hargeable only to thos stations in Ohio. 

senator TArr. I tl ink whit | have alren 1\ Wd shows that 1 
wits brouglit ip by Mi (rreen—t hi whole proadeast. to 
31,000.000—the primary effort being to defeat me. 


When you come to the question f what portion of ft onuent to 
‘ i A 
illocated, that isSupto vou. I do not know, 


Senator Monroney. If it costs S750.000 for 48 States. ve 


nearly have to allocate the amount fo. the one State to 1 bronade 
California Ol! Seattle 1! Florida, whethe | by ( 1! ine Ol a) 
tributine anvthing other than vetting a little bit more mot ey sent 
n either by labor or bv the forces oppose 1 to labor. 
Senator Tarr. IT think we should take the broadcasts and see he 
uch attention Is paid to Ohio and how much should be ch ved 


Ohio; that is up to you. 

Senator Monroney. [It would be determining how much should be 
attributed to the sstate. 1 ither than the far cor rs of the count ; 

Senator Tarr. When you come to think of what was spent to 
defeat me, that was certainly an item. 

Senator Monroney. You mentioned in voi 
McGrath, Senator Humphrey, Vice President Barkley, and mam 
other prominent members of the Democratic Party spoke in Ohi 
Were there speakers on your behalf from outside the State of Ohio / 

Senator Tarr. There were a few: yes; I don’t know how many. 
general I didn’t encourage it, but I think there were two or three out 
side speakers. I vot offers from all my Senator friends to come, but I 
im not sure, but I believe Mrs. Smith may have spoken to a women’s 
meeting out there. 

Senator Smirx. Not during the last campaign. 

Senator Tarr. But in general I discouraged it. and T think there 
might have been only one or two brought in. 

Sentator Monronry. Was there anybody representing industry, 
like the State chamber of commerce or NAM or employer groups who 
spoke In your behalf ? 

Senator TaFr. I remembet one fellow who spoke fo. me before t he 
Ohio Chamber of Commerce. That was Harry Byrd. He came n 
spoke before the ( Yhio ( ‘hamber of (‘ommer e and wre a them to vote 
for me. ‘That was just before the election. 

Senator Monroney. There were employer groups also represented 
employer groups as vell as labor groups active im tne campaigns is 
that right / 

Senator Tarr. I think I have heard of various activities, though I 
don’t think they tied in with our activity. I think IT saw some ads, 
but as far as I know, we had no relation with those groups. 

Senator MoNRON} Zs You wouldn't be able to give the comm ttee any 
breakdown of the amount of money? [Tam sure what you say Col 
rect, that all the money reported by the Republican State centra 
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committee, Which was $1,231,000—I am sure you are correct that part 
of that money was spent for the Governor and other State offices 

Senator Tarr. I wasn’t advised as to the amount of money spent by 
members of the committee. Our committees have all the figures. The 
reports were made, and you have those figures before you. “Person: illy 
Lam not familiar with any of the amounts that were spent. 

Senator Monronry. You wouldn’t know what percentage would be 
properly allocated to the Senate race and what to the Governor and 
what to the minor State offices ¢ 

Senator Tarr. It is hard to separate them, but, like the Democratic 
organization, we put on such an elaborate campaign that the State 
committee kind of felt we would assume that. One or two things I 
was told they paid for direct. 

I think they paid for Taft billboards throughout the State out of 
that fund. 

Senator SmirH. In that case. would anyone else be mentioned 
those billboards except yourself ¢ 

Senator Tarr. No, not that one. They had billboards for me and 
billboards for Ebright, candidate for Governor. 1 am not sure that 
there were Bender billboards, 

We put on our billboards, on every billboard in the State we put 
on the Congressman running in that district also. They were on my 
billboards, their names were. 

Senator Monronry. In most State-wide campaigns the State com- 
mittee though does consider it a major task and a major amount of 
expenditures would be allocated to the candidate for Senate and 
Governor, I presume. 

Senator Tarr. Yes. The State committee has always paid for my 
billboards. They paid for my billboards in 1938 when I ran the first 
time.» I think Bricker and I were on the same billboards then. 

In 1944 I think, my recollection is that Stewart and Iran. I think 
they were separate billboards. 

This time, as I say, my billboards were separate except for the the 
Congressman in each district being on the boards. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, may Lask the Senator right there— 
wouldn't that cost be ae charged then to the Congressman / 

Senator Tarr. I suppose properly if you are trying to allocate 
what the State committee spent, some part of it ought to go to the 
Congressman, though I have no particular objection to charging 
the billboards, my billboards, to me. 

I would recognize— I had to run it anyway whether the Congress 
men were on it or not, but. naturally we wanted to aid in every way 
we could. 

Senator Monroney. Is there any basic figure you can give the com- 
mittee as to the total amount spent in your behalf by all groups, in 
order to measure against the $3 which you charge they spent for 
every dollar that you spent ¢ 

Senator Tarr. No: I have been told—and that is only recently 
that the total, when they add up all the committees we had a lot of 
separate committees, we had a lot of independent committees that 
started up themselves—we had a committee that was headed by Stev- 
enson, the president of Oberlin, that was interested in just distribut 
‘ing literature and thought they could do it without expense except 
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ting by sending out a pamphlet saying, “If you want to order a hun 
dred of these, it will cost you so much,” and finance themselves. 

Still those contributions have to be counted. I have been told that 
somewhere between four and five thousand dollars was spent by all my 
committees put together, apart from the State committee. I don't 
know about that. 

Senator Monronry. You wouldn't be able to break that down, that 
$1.200,000 figure ¢ 

Senator Tarr. No. You will have the members of my committee 
before you. 

Senator MONRONFY. Perhaps during the hear lIhe-_e—_— 

senator ‘TArFr. You will have Ray Bliss here, the State chaim lah, 
and he could break it down. 

Senator Monroney. What I was trying to get at was the bas 
of 8 for 1, which you say was spent, on page 6, by vour opponents 
what we would figure as to the total amount, as to what it was in 
your estimation, that the opposition spent. 

Senator Tarr. Senator, | have no means of adding up except we 
have in the list certain costs they incurred, at the end of this, which 
| haven ’t—I have some estimates, but they are so indefinite and 
have no means of checking them. It seems to me it is up to the com 
mittee to find out if they are interested, 

Mr. Moore. Pardon me. 

Senator GinLterrr. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. I think perhaps at this point it might be appropriate 
for us to note the amount of receipts in the campaign, and we can 
perhaps mark our tabulations as an exhibit in order that Senato1 
Taft or some of his assistants may be able to check them. 

Senatr Giutterre, That would be very appropriate. 

Mr. Moore. the receipts for the Ohio Republican Finance Co 

mittee total $1,231,176. 

Our ahaa also indicate that of that sum there were diversions 
of funds to the Republican State central and executive committee 
in the amount of $370,500, to the Franklin County Taft for Senato 
Committee $1,200, and to the Ashland County Taft for Senator Con 
mittee S800. 

Senator GintLerrE. Mr. Moore, the figures that you are read 
were figures that were reported at Columbus ¢ 

Mr. Moore. That 1s correct. Mr. Chairman, and we do =e) 

c or ntally, the photostatic copies of the various reports as filed, which 

shall also at an appropriate time mark for identification to be 
ailedinenll as part of the record. Of course, they also are available 
for examination by anyone who desires. 

Senator Tarr. I don’t know, I speak with a good deal of hesitation, 
because I heard only indirectly that money raised by the Hook con 
mittee, so to speak, was a kind of joint money-raising campaign 

The Vy had to pay the national committee, they had to pe avy—whe re th 
local committee cooperated, money went ba¢ k to the various county 
committees. We had a certain percentage that was to go to the Taft 
committee: | don’t think we ever got it because I think we credited 
against that what they paid for me. Those figures can be explained 
by the other witnesses. I am not familiar. 
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Mr. Moore. I would like to say that the other two figures we have 
ire for the Republican State central and executive committee the total 
sum of $437,535, and then for the Taft-for-Senator committees—of 
which, as Senator Taft pointed out—there were a number—we have 
the total sum of $512,326.98, 

The total figure of receipts of funds, we call them earmarked and 
unearmarked—that is, earmarked for Senator Taft and those that were 
for the entire ticket generally—the total sum is $1,804,182.88. 

Senator Tarr. You mean one million eight was spent by the State 
committee and everybody else ? 

Mr. Moore. That is correct: and what we find earmarked for your 
own committees is the sum of $512,826.98. 

Senator Tarr. Which for 5,000,000 voters is 10 cents a voter. ‘To try 
to get at them is not so much. 

Senator Monronrey. You wouldn't say, then, in view of the 1,800,000 
figure, which includes again the total Republican State committee 
expenditures, that based on your $3 of the opposition spending for 
every dollar that you spent, that the Op position spent 5,000,000— 

Senator Tarr. No: I wasn’t talking about that. L was talking about 
vhat was spent for me direct. 

Senator Monroney. You couldn't say how much was spent for you 
and therefore how much was spent for the others ¢ 

Senator Tarr. I don’t think that for the million eight you can allo- 
cate to me more than a hundred thousand or so, a couple of hundred 
thousand at the most. 

Senator Monroney. You mean for the total campaign for the 
United States Senate / 

Senator Tarr. For what was spent by the State committee. I don’t 
mean the total campaign. I mean—a million five—outside of that is a 
million three. Of the million three, I don’t think you can allocate to 
me, just guessing, a hundred or two hundred thousand dollars’ worth 
of it. You have got 500 other candidates running, including six State 
officers and three judges of the Supreme Court State-wide, and the 
regular organization, the regular expenses of the organization—every 
campaign run, whether you are running for Senator or not, run way 
up into figures when you have a State with 8,000,000 people. 

Senator Monroney. Usually the minor State officers get a pretty 
meager share, I find, having run for Congress for a number of years, 
they forget about the boys. 

Senator Tarr. In Ohio we have a very good team play operation. 
We always have had since 1938. The literature an every State 
candidate equally. Usually if you want special attention, the Governor 
or Senator organizes a committee of his own, as I did this year. The 
State-committee activities are a team play proposition—that: is, all 
the county officers, State officers, everywhere else. 

Senator Monroney. Turn to page 14 of the Communist opposition, 
the middle of the page, where you charge that this Communist leader, 
who is now under indictment—rather, a conviction on the charge of 
seeking to overthrow the United States Government, you say that 
“Hall wrote the blueprint for the entire campaign against me in a 
Communist magazine called Political Affairs.” 

That was written, vou say, in the exhibit, on December—rather, 
in the publication dated December 1949. And vet on all of these 
statements that you have given earlier in that same section, going 
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back to 1948, the program is pretty well outlined, and on your state 
ment on page 13 you quote that delegates from the 48 States threshed 
out their political problems and blueprinted the best coordinated 
political drive in United States history. 

That was under date of July 19 and vO, 1949 Apparently— 

Senator Tarr. That is A. F. of L. 

Senator Monroney. Apparently the Commies were doing What 
they usually do, that is, try and hitchhike on an ordinary campalg 
that was being planned and programed by labor forces. [ wonder— 

Senator Tarr. That mia be. Jam not saying that they organized 
the campaign. IT am telling you they got up this general blueprint 
and it is perhaps due to their smartness that what they said happe ned 
almost exactly. 

Senator Monroney. It had pretty well been outhned accord 
to your testimony and exhibits months or years before. 

Senator Tarr. Yes: the A. F. of L. had started. the CIO not 
much, except they must have, because they got this book up early. 
I suppose ; but whether they were gvolng to combine all of the different 
other people I didn’t know, at that time, whose idea it was to put 
them all together—— 

seenutor MoNRONEY. Most of the de ails outlined 1h the labor pre 
gram, I noticed in looking over this exhibit which vou introduced, 
are pretty well copied or reiterated by this Communist, where he—the 
Democratic campaign could hardly be charged to have been blue 
printed by a Communist leader. 

senator TAFT. This 1s put in to show the othe) opposition I had 
besides the other labor unions. 

Senator Monroney. You don’t mean to say the Communists wrot: 
the blueprint for the labor-union campaign against vou, do you 4 

Senator Tarr. He wrote a blueprint. I don’t say they followed 
He wrote it, but where he got it I don’t know. He wrote a blueprint 
for the campaign, which was actually followed. I don’t say that the 
followed his blueprint necessarily. 

Senator Monronry. But from your own testimony the evidences 
and the pattern of the campaign was outlined months before by the 
labor unions, who had already announced, with widespread pour 
heitv, exactly what they expected to do. 

Senator Tarr. They didn’t talk about the coalition, as far as |] 
know—the labor people. The coalition idea—that is the first I h 
seen of it here. 

Senator Monroney. That is all. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GinLerre. Senator Hennings. 

Senator HENNINGs. Senator, vou have made several references 1 
so-called carpetbaggers COMING into the State of Ohio. 

Senator Tarr This committee seemed to resent that In the case of 
Marvland, and I thought I would call attention to the fact that 
Was done on the ot her side in Ohio. 

Senator Henninos. That committee certainly had some obser\ 
tions to make about it, with respect to Maryland. 

What would your definition of a carpetba 
That would not include Senators, for example, voing to other States 
to make speeche: . would it ? 


ver be in an election 


a 
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Senator Tarr. I think it is a question of degree—how far it is. I 
think to a certain extent it means anybody who comes into a State 
and tries to tell the people of that State how to vote. 

I think they might be called a carpetbagger. I might be called a 
carpetbagger. 

Senator Hennines. Did you make a speech in another State ¢ 

Senator Tarr, One speech. 

Senator Hennincs. Where / 

Senator Tarr. In Illinois, at the request of Senator Dirksen. I 
wouldn’t go to any other State unless the Senator asked me to go. 
He asked me to go, and I flew over one Sunday and made a speech 
in the middle of my campaign, the only one I made. That is car- 
petbagging. You are telling the people of another State how they 
ought to vote, and that is what in effect I guess the carpetbaggers 
did in the South and what was resented at the time. “Carpet- 
bagger” covers everybody that—— 

Senator Hrennines. The carpetbaggers went to the South and ex- 
ploited it and lived there. You would not suggest, would you, Sena- 
tor, that any citizen, whether official or not, going into another State 
tom ake a speec h woul | be denomin: ated per sea carpetbagge ye : would 
you! 

Senator Tarr. I think you are talking about names. The thing is 
a question of degree. I would say that such a person going into the 
middle of a campaign, telling the people how to vote, is a carpet- 
bi ‘gee r:yes. Idon’tsay that is necessarily bad. 

‘lon’ think it is as bad as the oe thought it was in Mary- 
and. But it can be overdone, and if it is overdone, it becomes a 
predominant issue. If it is just a few Pe coming in and talking 
about national issues, I can’t see much harm in it. If the whole 
population moves into Ohio, that becomes more of a threat to the 
electoral process of Ohio, I would say. It is all a question of degree. 

I don’t see anything immoral in it unless it is pushed to a degree 
which is in effect what it is in the case of this labor campaign. It 
was a national campaign to come into Ohio and tell the people of 
Ohio what they had to do, carried to an extreme greater than any 
i have seen in my political life. 

I think that ought to be condemned, but it is a question of degree. 

You couldn't object—I wouldn't object if Mr. Green had only come 
in once and made a speech to the Ohio Federation of Labor conven- 
tion, the president of the American Fedration of Labor. That would 
seem to be proper. But this State was flooded with the thing, and 
the whole campaign was organized from outside the State, as a 
matter of act. 

Senator Hennrines. Now would you say that also might apply, 
Senator, to money expended, being sent into a State from other States 

- jurisdictions for the purpose of influencing an election? Would 
that be carpetbag money ¢ 

Senator Tarr. That is not carpetbagging, but it certainly 1s send- 
ing money in from outside to help people, and we got it as well as the 
other side here. 

Senator Hennineos. Or if outside money is used to finance others 
who go into the State to speak or for other political activities, would 
that be under your definition inclusive use of this term “carpetbag 
money” ? 
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Senator Tarr. L think it might be called carpetbag money. We 
cot plenty of it 

I have one interesting case. A letter was received from a fellow 
that ran a machine tool plant in Kansas City, who said, “I undet 
stand the A. F. of L. is collecting $2 from every member to defeat 
you In Ohio. T have a hundred employees, and I enclose herewith 
my check to balance what they may give.’ 

I vot the S2O0U. I doubt if thos e 100 employee s ever 

to Ohio. 

Senator HENNINGs. Just one more thing, Senator. You have indi 
ated considerable apprehension and the girding of your loins, so to 
speak—the preparations which were made in advance of the campaign 
because of the indications that a concerted effort was going to be made 
by labor to defeat you in 1950, and you refer — arly to the CLO 

r the AFL or both of the large m: yor labor organizations, 

Senator Tarr. They set up in Ohio in most cities a joint labor com 
mittee on which the different AFL and C1O and railroad brotherhoods 
ind othe ‘rs were represe ‘nted in each county, who had meetings. That 
vas the w ay they oper ated. 

I think the actual. the whole literature campaign came from the 
CIO. Most of the talk came from the AFL. 

Senator Hennrnes. I was wondering about the effectiveness of one 
as against the other in Ohio, in your judgment. [ recall that IT was 
opposed by the CLO in my State in the primary, and they failed to 
carry a single precinct in the c ity of St. Louis, and I wondered whether 
their effectiveness was largely in Ohio as it seemed to be for all in my 
own State through the use of literature, or whether it was actually 
work done at the precinct or county level. 

Senator Tarr. Yes, it was work; they did a very complete job of 

rganization. They had done quite a bit of work in 1944. It had not 
been brought to my attention particularly until after the election, but 
they almost beat me in 1944, 

That was more the CLO than the AFL, and their work we figured 
at the time was very effective in Cincinnati, Mansfield, ; oungstown, 
ind Dayton, I think. It wasn’t very successful generally, but they did, 
as I said here, a good job as long as they could do it with paid workers 
out of the union offices. 

Senator Hennines, ‘Thank you, Senator. 

Senator GILLerrr. Senator Smith. 

eee Smiru. Senator Taft. as you were reading the statement 
id as I have read the balance of it, I was struck by the similarity of 
certain experiences that you had in the 1950 general election campaign 

1: Ohio and those that I had in the 1948 primary campaign in Maine 
n comparison with Marcantonio, the record of smear literature, the 
threat of loss of jobs, political carpetbaggers, pictures and defamatory 
handbills, and so on. 


vot their Sz 


on - 


Going to your statement, page 7, you spoke of the pamphlet or com 
plained about the pamphlet in 1948 to the Attorney General and spoke 
of the lack of action on the part of the Attorney General concer 
Ing— 

Senator Tarr. That was 1944. 

Senator Smirn. 1944, yes. Did you have a copy of the letter that 
vou were going to leave with the committee that the Attorney Gen 
eral ~— 
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Senator Tarr. Yes, I will get to that. The 1944 matter is on page 
26, the bottom of page 26. 1 will put that all in. 

Senator Smirn. ‘This again, it seems to me, points up the g rap be- 
tween Congress passing a law and the Justice Department enforci ing it. 

Now going down to B, your recommendation there would seem to 
be very pertinent. While there would be some criticism about not 
being able to get literature out at the last minute. that would tend to 
prevent that eleventh hour false accusation that we hear so much 
about—the false statements which there would not be any opportunity 
to meet and answer before the voters could get to the polls—and you 
suggested that perhaps if it was sent out by registered mail, that would 
do the job even though it wasn’t received in W ashington. Wouldn't 
it be very important for it to be received in Washington before that 
material went out ¢ 

Senator Tarr. Well, I don’t know. 

Senator Smira. Wouldn't that be the objective / 

Senator Tarr. The committee could consider that. When I made 
the sug@estion, some people said, “Oh. we have got to get this out in 
a» hurry to meet something at the last minute.” and I realize that. 
It takes some time to get to Washington. 

My idea was more that what would deter them would be the fact 
that for all time to come here this literature would be on file here 
making certain statements, and the person who was responsible 
would be there, and it just seemed to me that they would not be so 
likely to get out some false and scurrilous attack at the last minute 
if they thought that that was there. 

You have now, of course, a provision that anybody can circulate 
literature without responsibility, without putting their name on it. 
That was violated several times in this campaign and in most cam 
paigns, 1 think. This would have the same effect. 

You could not circulate it unless it was formally on file and you 
stated, “Yes, we were responsible for it and this is the extent of 
what we have done.” 

Incidentally, it gives you some basis for calculating whether it 1: 
reported or not. Having filed it with the number of copies, they are 
pretty well forced to report the expenses connected with 1 

Senator Smrru. Of course, that type of literature is sent out for 
the purpose of last-minute smear that cant be answered by the 
opposition, and isn’t it that that we want to get away from ¢ 

Senator Tarr. Well, I don’t care. IT mean IT would just as leave 
say—I suggested here a penalty for lies. T thought we might increase 
the penalty as you get closer to the election. 

That seems hardly a practical thing, but your suggestion that per 
haps it is just as well to make a person doa thing 24 hours in advance 
anyway and get it here may be a very good one. 

Senator Smit. So as to give the opposition a chance to get the 
answer to the people before they go to the polls. is my thought back 
of it. 

Now on page & you are talking about contributions. To definitely 
clarify, have you given any thought about calling upon the con- 
tributor—the contributor of money, time, or anything else-—reporting 
as well as the candidate. even to the smallest contribution 4 

Senator Tarr. Well. I had not thought of that. That is pretty 
small. T mean we had these 70.000 $1 bills and $1 checks come in. 


aaa a oy amma eee 
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It would cost us about 25 or 30 cents aplece to et anyway and 
inake lists to re aor them, and if you had to have each one of those 
people also make a report of their own, that would be neat difficult. 

You might make anybody contributing over a certain amount file a 
return—something of that kind. 

Senator SmMitH. Woul lyou vo as low as S100 / 

Senator Tarr. I don't think T would, but [ have no very strong 
views about it. 

Senator SmirH. Would you give some thought to that? We 
isked other people appearing before the committee about that very 
matter, thinking that perhaps someone else than the candidate shoula 
be en le for the contribution of time. If someone is contributi 1G 


! 
late to KHON 


time to a campaign, it is not necessary for the candi 
bout it, it is not possible for the ¢ ‘andidate to know about it. Should 
he be entirely responsible and relieve the contributon of the 
esponsibility / 

Senator Tarr. Of course, I think a person under the law who spends 
his own money—I don’t know about time; that is vague and uncertain 
in all lJaws—but who contributes his own money becomes in the Ohio 
law a political committee and has to make a report. He becomes a 
political committee under a definition of law and has to report unde: 
the Ohio law. There is one gap, of course, here that there is no re 
quirement that a committee report to Congress. I have been over 
and talked to Mr. Ives about it. The practice has always been that 
the candidate reports his own contributions, but his committees do not 
file reports with the Secretary, because under the definition of the 
Federal law, a committee is a committee operating in two or more 
States, So you dont report here at all. 

It doesn’t make mich difference. I don’t see much harm in requirin 
the committees to report to Washington as well as to the State. if it 
sa national campaign. 

Senator Smiru. What about the individual, Senator? Isn’t it true 
that the Federal law does not require the reporting of up to 35,000 
contribution by the individual / 

Senator Tarr. Oh no, the Federal law does not require any re 
porting; does it? [I don’t know of any. 

Senator Monroney. It is toa national committee operating in more 
than one State. I think any amount contributed to a national political 
committee would have to be reported directly to the Federal Govern 
ment 

Senator Smrrn. Isn't that a pretty important point’ Isn't that 
one way that we could get some of the irregularities or excessive 
spending, or at least know where it is coming from ? 

Senator Tarr. I should think that you could do what we do in 
Ohio. As I say, if the committee spends money, have them report 
here in Washington as well as in the State. and then an Vv person who 
spends his own money would be defined as a committee. 

If he gives it toa committee, I don’t ese see the necessity of making 
him also report if he reports to a committee which reports his ex 
penditure. 

Senator Smirn. Yes, but aren't there a good many individuals 
who contribute in one way or another who don’t have any call 
report ¢ If I want to spend 8D.000 for someone's campaign, I don't 
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go through the committee. I go out and do something for my favorite 
candidate. 

Senator Tarr. Then in the Ohio law you are a committee yourself 
and you have to make a report in Ohio, at least if you are connected 
with the Ohio campaign. Now you could have a Federal law of the 
same sort. 

Senator Smiru. I am talking of that. 

Senator Tarr. You could have a Federal law of the same sort, but 
the first step would be to require the committees to report, which is not 
required today. 

Senator SmirH. You have no objection to the individual being re- 
quired to re . ¢ 

Senator Tarr. No. I think if you are going to have committees 
report, you ought to define an individual who spends his own money 
as a committee so that he has to report, too, if he is spending it 
directly himself. 

Senator Smirn. Have you given any thought, Senator, to taking off 
all limitations of contributions and expenditures ? 

Senator Tarr. No, I haven't. I say there if there are to be effective 
limitations, the laws will have to be much clearer than they are today. 

It is perfectly possible to divide up contributions between all kinds 
of different committees, and it is a hard thing to control. If the com- 
mittee can find out how to control it, I think it would be a good thing 
to do. 

Senator Smiru. Senator Taft, as soon as one of the members of vour 
staff called my attention to the alleged composite picture you have 
referred to in this report, I wrote counsel of the subcommittee and 
requested that a copy of the publication carrying that picture be 
obtained and a photostatie copy of it be placed m the subecommittee’s 
records on this matter. 

Was this alleged composite picture which appeared in 1946 actually 
used in 1950 ¢ 

Senator Tarr. No, not as far as I know. 

Senator Smiru. There was no composite picture that you know 
about used in 1950 4 

Senator Tarr. No. A picture of me and Mr. Browder together, 
but that was a real picture. 

Senator Monroney. Did they conceal the date? That was a 1936 
picture, I understand, when you were representing the Republican 
Party at Harvard, but was the date concealed on that ? 

Senator Tarr. I don’t know. I couldn't say about that. 

Senator Monronry. You treat that later in your statement ? 

Senator Tarr. Yes, I have a reference to it later. I will come 
to it. 

Senator Smrru. Would the misrepresentation by picture be in- 
cluded in your recommendation C? 

Senator Tarr. Yes, surely. Misrepresentation by picture would 
certainly be covered as a lie, I should think—a false statement. 

In fact, you would have to define it. If you want to do C, which 
is pretty difficult to do, you would have to draw your law awfully 
clear to say just what you meant and what you do not mean. It Is 
awfully hard. 

Of course, you have that problem in every legal action of fraud as 
to whether it is a misstatement of fact or whether it is an opinion. 


a 
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Phat is always an argument in every fraud case that I have ever seen. 
Whether it 1s possible, I don’t know. 

You wanted suggestions, and I made tsens, but I think it is some 
thing that the committee could study. I don’t think you would get 
any where unless you give a civil-suit pen: alty. I don’t think your usual 
prosecuting attorney is going to bother w ith it. 

Senator Smiru. That is all right now, Senator. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, just one point as a resuit of Mrs. 
Smith's question. 

Senater Gitterre. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moorr. Senator Taft. do vou not agree that A strict intel pret 
tion of section 307 of the Corrupt Practices Act, which T will read— 
it Says: 

A correct and itemized statement of each contribution received by the enndi 
date or by any person for him with his knowledge or consent from any sources 
hould be filed with the secretary of the Senate. Do you not agree 
that. strictly speaking, all contributions received by the ca didate, i 
one as the person Is defined earlier in the act as a committee, 

suld in fact be filed with the Secret iry of the Senate ¢ 

ig yar Tarr. No: I do not. 

Mr. Moore. You do not ? 

Senator Tarr. No, I do not. nor has it been the practice here for 
the last 20 vears since the Cori ‘upt Practices Act was enacted. 


I think when it savs for him, it means for him personally, not for 
his committees His comunittees are formed independent! They 
operate independently, and T think when it vs for him, it means 


for him personally, an individual. 

Mr. Moore. Do you think that the words “with his knowledge or 
consent by any person for him with his knowledge or consent from 
any source -—-——— 

Senator Tarr. I don’t think the money that the conmittee 
for him. The money that the committee vets is to run a «ani 
not for him, nor for his personal man Pree 

Mr. Moore. That brings up the other question—— 

Senator Tarr. Certainly it has never been so interpreted in my 
y experience here. (10 and ask Mr Ives over in the committe 


( 


lon 
who crets all these reports, and he will te |] you the same thin ov, 

He occasionally gets committee reports, and he just files them in 
back drawer somewhere, says they are not official, they are just file 
here. “IT will keep them, but I don’t recognize : ny obli gation on me to 
receive them, even.” 

I don’t think that the law covers senatorial committees. It makes no 
particular difference to me, because our coimiittees report { lly to the 
State anyway. so that it isn’t a material question except as to the inte: 
pretation of law, but if vou want the law to mean that. you had better 
change the law because I don’t think it means that now. 

Mir. Moorr. While it is true you have direct reporting to the State, 
don't you think from the point of view of assuring complete and full 
publicity to these things, it would be desir able to have filings in Wash 
ington to the Secretary of the Senate 

Senator Tarr. I think it would. by the committees, though I would 
make it the committees’ responsibility, not the resp ynsibility of the 
candidate. 
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You have all shades of committees. Suppose you hear of a com- 
mittee set up somewhere and they receive money, is that with your 
knowledge and consent? Sure. You don’t know what the ‘Vv are get- 
ting, perhi ips. 

If you don’t want it with your consent, you are going to have to go 
out and tell them to close down tomorrow, send them a le ‘tter prohibit- 
ing their activity or something. Otherwise, it is with your consent, 
presumably. 

I don’t think the law means that, and I think it would be a very poor 
test. It seems to me the responsibility ought to be on the committee. 

Mr. Moore. Do you think, Senator, that a $2,000 limitation or $2,500, 
such as the Ohio election law prescribes for a candidate for the Senate, 
is realistic ? 

Senator Tarr. It does not prescribe any limitation for a candidate 
for the Senate—the Ohio election law. 

Mr. Moore. None whatever ? 

Senator Tarr. None whatever, in my opinion. It was a half-opinion 
of the attorney general in Ohio that covered it. Let me read you the 
Ohio law. 

Mr. Moore. We have an interpretation from Columbus that there is 

limitation. 

Senator Tarr. I know the attorney general last year gave an offhand 
opinion without thinking, but let me ‘read what it says. It has never 
been considered to apply to Senators. 

Again, it doesn’t make any difference. I want that known because I 
did not put up $2.500, but there is no limit on Senators. Have you got 
the section ? 

Mr. Moore. Page 80. 

Senator Tarr. What page is it? 

Mr. Moore. Page 80, Section 4785—184 under the caption, “Legiti- 
hate expenses,” 

Senator Tarr (reading) : 

The total amount expended by a candidate for election to public office shall 
not exceed the amount herein specified: (a) a candidate for Governor, the 
amount of $5,000; (b) a candidate for other State elective office, sum: $2,500 
I do not think a Senator is a State elective officer. No, certainly not. 
That is the only basis for it 

Then they go on: 

A candidate for office of a Representative in Congress or presidential elector, 

judge of the court of appeals, the sum of $2,500. For State senator, $300. 
His interpretation is based on the theory that the Senator is a State 
elective office, and [ say that Senator is not a State elective office. It 
niakes no difference. because T did not spend $2,500 of my own money, 
anvway. 

Mr. Moore, At page 18 of your statement you refer to the program 
of your own activities of 18 months before the election. You made a 

\5-minute radio broadcast every week. Was that at a cost to you, or 
was it free radio time ? : 

Senator Tarr. My recollection is that the Republican National 
Committee paid for sending it out to the stations. The stations 
charged nothing. 

Senator Smitru of Maine. Is that not something that many Senators 
are dome / , 
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Senator Tarr. Many Senators are doing it now right along. Of 
course, when we got in the campaign then we had to quit and we had 
to pay for anything after that. 

Mr. Moore. You make a distinction between your first trip in 1949 
and the one which commenced in August of 1950, the first as being 
nonpolitical and the second political. 

Senator Tarr. I would say it was a political tour. I did not say 
it was nonpolitical. I said it was not partisan. In other words, I 
went to discuss political issues. I discussed educational bills with 
teachers and discussed farm legislation with farmers, and I took a 
pronouneed view on them. The Brannan plan was up. In the farm 
meetings I discussed the Brannan a To that extent it was political. 
[ usually drew that distinction, but I did not call Republican meetings. 
I went as a Senator, as many Senators and Congressmen do every 
year, to talk to my constituents on subjects in which they were 
interested. 

Mr. Moore. In these tours to industrial plants to which you refer, 
were they for the most part merely meeting employees and workers or 
were there situations where you also gave speec hes to the e mployees ¢ 

Senator Tarr. There were some. Ordinarily they would not want 
to have a speech, the employer would not, unless he talked to the men 
about it somehow and got their approval. 

[ suppose I made in the course of that thing mavbe 10 or 12 speeches 
in industrial plants out of the total. The general practice was to go 
in the plant and have the foreman or somebody take me through. In 
two places the union president took me through, himself. Of course 
you cannot talk to everybody, but we would simply try to stop every 
fifth or sixth man and | he would introduce him to mea 1d I would 
shake ne with him. We would go on and have explained to me 
the p rocesses gO ing on in the p lant. 

[ think every employer always told me that if my opponent wanted 
to do the same thing, the ‘Vv were per fectly willin ¢ to do the same w 
him. 

Senator Monroney. You would have to get permission from the 
plant owner to go through the plant ? 

Senator Tarr. I usually went to the head of the company and asked 
if I could and then asked to have a foreman sent through with me 
usually a foreman. I was passed on from foreman to foreman. It 
was because it was better to have someone who knew the men by 
name and who could give a personal introduction. 

Mr. Moorr. Would the speech be on company time ? 

Senator Tarr. That I cannot remember. I imagine sometimes it 
would be and sometimes it would not be. Sometimes it would be. 
Sometimes it would be just after the noon hour when they were aff. 

The number of speeches I made in plants was not very extensive. 
I usually talked about the Taft-Hartley law if I did, and I think 
probably most of those—I would think in most cases the employer had 
talked to the men about it. 

I do not know that I should tell this but one fellow made a speech 
for me himself over a loud-speaker system. He was a ony unique 
character and had the complete confidence of his employees. I did not 
think it was a very wise policy but it was apparently all right. 

Mr. Moore. There is one item of doc umentary evidence which I 
would like to offer with reference to your stateme nt where you dis- 
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claimed the Steinbrunner letter. We have found a copy of the tele- 
er am which you addressed to one of the ministers in Cleveland, and 

do not believe you yourself had any documentary evidence. It oc- 
ues to me you would like to have that marked an exhibit O-1 in 
that connection. 

Sentor Tarr. There was a letter to Sharp—Church Civic League of 
Cleveland. Sharp wasa critic. He was one of the fellows who brought 
the thing up: 

In reply to your wire of November 2, I did publicly disavow Steinbrunner letter 
last Wednesday. I never heard of him and he is no friend of mine. The injec- 
tion of any religious issue in this campaign is contrary to everything in which I 
believe, and contrary to every argument advanced by my committee or myself. 
I suggest you ask my opponent whliy he is trying to use religious prejudices to get 
votes. 

Mr. Moore. At page 20 you refer to committees springing up in 
many cities, many without even consulting your committee. 

The first question is, your own committee is the Taft for Senator 
Committee ? 

Senator Tarr. Yes, that is the one which I joined in organizing. 

Mr. Moore. Do you think that the practice of committees springing 
up is a healthy one, when they may spring up without the knowledge 
of your own committee ? 

Senator Tarr. It is certainly a good Amer , an practice. The right 
to petition is reserved in the Constitution. I do not see how you can 
prohibit it. 

Mr. Moore. You were personally not aware of the existence of these 
committees ? 

Senator Tarr. I think they were brought to my attention gradually, 
one by one, as T heard of them. 

Mr. Moorr. Were you aware also, Senator, of the existence of com- 
mittees with various designations such as “Northern Ohio,” “Southern 
Ohio,” “Taft for Senator,” and so forth. 

Senator Tarr. One of my requests was that they not try to run 
northern Ohio out of southern Ohio. In my experience, the northern 
Ohio industrial cities do not like to be run from southern Ohio. The 
southern Ohio and the rural people do not understand the situation 
there very much so when we set out, I said I wanted a separate com- 
mittee, Northern Ohio Taft for Senator Committee, to run the cam- 
paign in northern Ohio, and they did that. The general committee 
set up that committee as a branch, really, of their committee. 

Mr. Moorr. You would not be familiar, I take it, with the financial 
transactions between those various committees ? 

Senator Tarr. No, I did not know anything about the money. We 
will have the witnesses you want to talk to that. 

Senator Gitierre. Is that all, Mr. Moore ? 

Senator Monronry. I would like to ask one further question, if I 
might. 

Senator Gitterre. Senator Monroney ? 

Senator Monronry. A few minutes ago you said the candidate, 
through customary usage in the Senate in the past 20 years, was not 
respons sible for money sent in his behalf by committees organized for 
his support. 


Senator Tarr. I said he was not required to file them here. 
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Senator Monroney. That isright. That is, the limitation of $10,000 
to $25,000 does not apply to those committees in a senatorial campaign. 

Senator Tarr. I think that is even clearer than the other point. 
There might be an argument made on Mr. Moore’s first point about 
whether you have to report, but the question of the limitation I think 
clearly only applies to individuals. 

Senator Monronry. And the Ohio law did not prohibit expend) 
tures in excess of any given amount. 

Senator Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Therefore, the task that this committee faces, 
I believe, and that we all recognize, is that as the law now stands 
there is no effective limitation on the amount of money that can be 
spent in a candidate’s interest. 

Senator Tarr. I think the Senator is entirely correct. 

Senator Monroney. You agree with that ! 

Senator Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. I think that is generally agreed to by the com 
mittee and that is one of the reasons we are trying our best to search 
some ways where the total amount of money spent in behalf of a 
candidate can be reported and accounted for in each senatorial 
campaign. 

Your views on this reporting and filing of this literature, I think. 
are splendid because I think it will be very helpful in keeping down 
some of the scurrilous literature. 

Senator HenNiNGs. In a previous investigation we asked a number 
of witnesses a question, appreciating in advance the committee would 
be confronted with the right of fair comment in a political contest to 
submit to us briefs, opinions, or suggestions with relation to possible 
legislation to, in some degree, or with effectiveness, undertake to 
control and lmit your irresponsible and defamatory statements, 
whether spoken or printed, which. of course, would be libelous. 

We have encountered a great deal of difficulty on that point as I am 
sure you, as a distinguished lawyer, can well appreciate. 

Senator Tarr. I agree. 

Senator Henninos. If you have any notions on that it would be of 
the greatest help to us if you would convey them to us. 

Senator Tarr. I am going to give you a complete picture of the 
kinds of things that can be said and you ean decide which of them 
should be prohibited. 

Senator Hennines. We are rather familiar with the kind of things 
that can be said. We have all had them said about us and I hope none 
of us have said them ourselves, but that point is one which has caused 
us great concern as to whether we ought to attempt at all to legislate 
with respect to statements made in either the campaign, which are 
argumentative, which are matters of opinion, which go into the realm 
of contest, whether the candidate himself says these things or whether 
they are said by others in his behalf, with or without his knowledge. 
You see into wh: at field you get. 

It has impressed some of us that it is well-nigh impossible to draft 
any legislation which would have force of law and effect. to prohibit 


the use of certain defam: tory statements or statements which might be 
libelous. 
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Senator Tarr. I would suggest that the committee try to draw up 
some laws and see what they look like. 

I did not actually advocate that prohibition, but do suggest you 
advocate the possibility of drafting a law that would in some W ay 
impose a penalty for direct lying. I quite recognize the difficulties 
that you raise. 

I have this to say about it in general: The way to meet lies in a 
campaign is to expose them. That is what we tried to do in our 
campaign. To a certain extent, the character of literature that is 

condemned answers itself. I am not sure that this whole campaign 
against me did not make more votes for me than it made for the other 
side. There is a dispute all the way through. If it becomes too bad 
and too clear, to a certain extent it carries its own reaction, 

The only thing is that if you get down to limiting money you do not 
want to limit your money so much that he cannot answer lies and 
have enough money to get the literature out and try to reach it. 

I give one case here a little further on on the farm thing. They 
announced they were going to get out three farm pamphlets against 
me to 400,000 rural mail boxes. We just had to spend the additional 
money Which we did not want to spend to do the same thing ourselves, 
in order to meet it. 

One thing important about lying is that probably you cannot pre- 
vent it; you may deter it, but do not limit the expense of the other 
fellow in doing what is necessary to meet it. That is the only sugges- 
tion I have on that. 

Senator Gitterre. Senator Taft, there are two or three questions 
[ want to ask you to amplify a line of questioning by the counsel, but 
before I ask the two or three questions, I want to th: ink you on behalf 
of the committee for your recommendations. Some of them J per- 
sonally do not consider practical, but there are certainly suggestions 
that we want to consider from every responsible source. 

I particularly want to compliment you on Subsection (b) on page 
7 because I think you are approaching a a placing of responsibility 
there for sponsorship that is highly essential, and that will be un- 
questionably of value. The committee I know will explore that. 

Now, the questions I wanted to ask you pertain to page 18 and 
page 19. 

At what time did you become a candidate for Senator in the 1950 
election in Ohio? 

Senator Tarr. Well, my date that I fixed—I am not certain on the 
committee business, but I think it was from the time I was nominated. 
[ had no opposition in the primary. If I did have, it would be from 
the filing date of the primary. 

L hi id no opposition in the primary at all so I think we figured our 
campaign from the first of May. Iam not sure. I am not perfectly 
certain. We may have, for some purposes, gone back to the first of 
February, but at least with the radio people I am sure I took the 
position that the campaign was not on until May and until I was 
nominated there was no campaign yet and there was no contest in 
the primary. 

[ think most of the radio stations accepted that view in the begin- 
ning of the campaigns. 

Senator Gitietrr. Then your statement, Senator, is that for 18 
months before the election, which would, of course, include the period 
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from May to November, you made 15-minute radio broadcasts on 35 
stations, which would amount to 2,730 radio broadcasts that you made 
in that pe riod. 

Were you making these as a candidate ? 

Senator Tarr. No. I made them all . a report to the people. You 
may have copies of them if you want. I dealt with one subject afte: 
another; legislative subjects. 

Senator ae TTE. But you certainly were a candidate in your ow! 
mind and in the minds of the people of the State. were you not? 

Senator Tarr. Well, is President Truman a candidate now in h 
own mind or not? When did you become a candidate in your ow) 


Senator Gitterre. Iam afraid that is another question. 
Senator Tarr. I do not see when you become a candidate in you 
ind, allright. IT intended to run all right; there is no question about 
t, but m iybe I did 3 years before. 
| 


Senator GILLerrE. The point I am trying to make is that when you 
] ade oo idio speeches in that period of 18 month vou ceri unly 
were not having in mind solely the public service. 


ee Tarr. No. The whole thine was designed to bring to the 


people—to get the most publi city and bring to the people of Ohio, 
s fol rcibly as s possib le, mY Views on peru sub jects. It was designed 
to meet the th treat which occurred, which beean,. as L showed. in the 


patontne al 1949: it was designed to meet that threat to beat me in the 
next election. 

l intended toruna 
that. 

Senator Guttrrre. My ere is not intended by way of critic! 
because it is perfectly legitimate but having in mind that there was no 
contest, as you just stated, in prospect for the nomination, the question 

irises of how much expenditure was made in behalf of your campaign 
for reelection. 

Senator Tarr. Not very much because, as I say, it was carried free. 
Il think the national committee took care of the — nse of mailing 
these things out and putting them on the record down here in the 
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the time, surely. There is no question about 


Senate Office Building. 

Senator Giuuetre. ‘That continued after you were nominated 
May ? : 

Senator Tarr. From that time on we paid for everything. 

Senator Gintetrr. And reported it ¢ 

Senator Tarr. And sie tee it, I think, as a matter of fact, we 
stopped the weekly radio broadcast and substituted a different kind of 
can ee after May. 

nator Smiru of Maine. M: iv I ask the Senator right here, would 
that not mean that every Senator is a candidate for ree ‘lection from the 
day he takes office? We all make weekly broadcasts or monthly broad 
casts—not all of us but most of us. 

Senator Tarr. You take a State like Ohio. If you do not go back 
there—and you cannot when Congress is meeting all the time—you 
must somehow k ep in touch with the people. In 1944 1 did not do if 
and I almost got beat. I know a number of Senators who have gotten 
beaten because they did not do it. 





OO 


34 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


The Senator really is fully justified, I think, in making that radio 
broadcast from he time he gets in the Senate, weekly, to try to keep 
in touch with the people he represents. 

I think that is justifiable whether you are a candidate or not. 

There is no question in this case. We started this because of this 
attack on me and the intention to purge me from the Senate in 1950. 
There was no doubt about that. It was a part of that general program. 

Senator GILLerrr. Again, let me say my question is not intended as 
criticism. I think it is a proper activity and a real contribution, but 
this committee is trying to evaluate the expenditures that were made 
in the Ohio senatorial campaign. My question was designed to show 
what part of this period, if any, ¢ ‘ould pr operly be charge das expendi- 
tures In a campaign, and if so—a campaign for reelection, and if so, 
were they reported. ‘That was the purpose of my question. 

Your tour of 88 counties was along the same line? 

Senator Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Gitterre. It had no direct bearing, your contention is, on 
your election. You were not campaigning for reelection. 

Senator Tarr. It was not part of the campaign itself. I think it 
was directed, as I say, toward the election. As every Senator does, 
he travels through the State when he can. 

Senator Gitterre. And to meet the concerted attack against your 
reelection ? 

Senator Tart. That is right. 

I go on then to page 22, if I may. 

Senator Gmuerre. Just a moment. It is after 12 o’clock and I 
think that it would be wise for us to recess. 

In fairness to the photographers who have been precluded from 
taking pictures, I will ask the witnesses and those sitting at the table 
here to hold their seats for just a very brief time to enable these men 
toearn their money. 

When the photographers have finished, the committee will rise and 
reassemble at 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2 p. m., the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


| Senator Gitterre. The subcommittee will come to order. The 
subcommittee meets this afternoon pursuant to the recess taken at 
the lunch hour. 

The subcommittee is very pleased, of course, at the interest taken 
in the work that we are trying to do, and that intersest seems to be 
widespread throughout the Nation. We appreciate suggestions and 
offers of help. 

The chairman of the subcommittee during the noon hour received a 
couple of telegrams to which I shall refer before we renew the hear ing 
on Senator Taft’s testimony. 

The chairman received the following telegram from Mr. George W. 


Hulbert of Gary, Ind. : 


Will be glad to appear at my own expense and give your committee details of 
how small sums of money were raised in November 1949, in Gary, Ind., for the 
Taft campaign. 
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The subcommittee is trying to consolidate within the few days that 
we are available here as much evidence as we could take, and the 
telegram will be turned over to the committee counsel, and if there 
is opportunity, we will be glad to communicate with this gentleman 
and thank him for his offer but it is very probable we will not be able 
to reach him. 

The chairman also received a wire signed by W. Kingsland Macy, 
former New York State Republican chairman and former Congress- 
man, with the request that the telegram be put in the record by the 
chairman. 

The telegram, I am informed, has been given to the press, and it is 
not the purpose of the chairman to put it in the record of this hearing 
because it has no proper place there, but the chairman will comment 
on two statements, one of the statements referring to two members of 
this subcommittee by name, indicating there was some ulterior politi- 
cal purpose in the reope ning of this inquiry into the Ohio senatorial 

campaign. 

Senator Tarr. May I interrupt? You mean the opening? There 
never has been an opening, it hasn’t been before the committee be fore, 

Senator Gm.etre. That is not quite true, Senator Taft. The sub- 
committee, composed of three members—not the present members, 
excepting the chairman—received the original complaint and insti- 
tuted some investigation at that time, but this is not a reopening of 
hearings. There were no hearings at any time. 

But the chairman wants to state oF 2 ane ally that there has been 
no suggestion or aspect of political bias or prejudice or purpose in 
any of the work of this subcommittee. 

The chairman has been very proud to work with the members of 
this subcommittee group, and while there has been some delay in 
conducting these hearings of the Ohio campaign—and It is regret- 
table—it is due to the fact that we were operating without committee 
counsel for a number of months, and were not able to get the counsel 
we wanted until shortly before the adjournment of the Congress. 

So that any suggestion in this or any other statement that there is 
any bias, prejudice, political purpose, or intent in these hearings I 
want to on behalf of the members of the subcommittee repudiate as 
strongly and as vehemently as I can do, because I know there is no 
basis for it. : 

The other portion of Mr. Macy’s wire suggests that there is some- 
thing reprehensible in the fact that this subcommittee has not held 
public hearings with reference to the famous Hanley letter in the 
senatorial campaign conducted in the State of New York. 

Just for the purpose of referring to this particular wire, the chair- 
man states at this time that the subcommittee completed its investiga- 
tion, so far as it seemed pertinent into the matter of the senatorial 
campaign in New York, made its report to the Rules Committee, of 
which it is a subcommittee, and asked for further instructions if they 
desired us to take any further action. 

No further request has been made on this subcommittee, and so far 
as its work is concerned, the case is closed unless we receive a further 
mission or instruction from the Senate Committee on Rules and 
Administration. 
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Just prior to the recess we were hearing Senator Taft, and he was 
interrupted, I believe, at section IIT, is that right, Senator? 

Senator Tarr. Page 22 is where I propose to begin. 

Senator Gittetre. Will you proceed, Senator. 


TESTIMONY OF HON. ROBERT A. TAFT—Resumed 


Senator Tarr. Mr. Chairman, there are one or two matters in my 
testimony this morning that I have checked up on. I didn’t express 
any very definite opinion at that time, but I was asked about it and 
I expressed an offhand opinion. 

I find that for all purposes of reporting financial expenditures com- 
mittees considered the beginning of the campaign to be the beginning 
of the filing of the primary, February 2, 1950, as far as my committees 
were concerned; not as I suggested this morning might be May. 

From the point of view, Iam told, of the Federal law a man does not 
become a candidate properly until he is nominated unless there is some 
special reference in the law to cover primaries, but otherwise he is 
not properly a candidate until May, but for all report purposes, et 
cetera, our campaign ran from February 2, 1950, the filing date of the 
primary. 

I said that I thought the State committee had only paid for bill- 
boards for our campaign. I find they did not pay for the billboards. 
We paid for the billboards ourselves, but they did pay for television 
appearances, 

They had one television contract covering Governor Ebright and 
the State officers and myself and George Bender, I think, and they 
paid something like $35,000 for that program. 

As far as I know, that is the only express definite expenditure in 
my behalf that they made, not the billboards. 

Thirdly, I would like to insert the records in connection with the 
statement that I faced a serious campaign, the records of the election 
of Mr. Joseph T. Ferguson as auditor of the State of Ohio. He was 
first elected in 1936—I will put these figures in the record—with a 
majority of 277,000. He was reelected in 1940 State auditor by a 
majority of 40,000, in 1944 by a majority of 81,000, although at that 
time I was elected Senator; in November 1948 he won over Roger W. 
Tracy by a majority of 291,000, a year in which Governor Lausche, I 
think, had only about 75,000 or so, and Mr. Ferguson had the largest 
majority of any of the State candidates at that time. So that he 
was a formidable candidate to meet. 

Senator Gitterre. May I interrupt you at that point, Senator, and 
say to the subcommittee and its staff that Senator Taft at some incon- 
venience to himself has made it possible for him to appear here today. 
He states that it is very important that he complete his testimony 
today so that he can meet engagements elsewhere tomorrow. 

So I hope that we can be as expeditious as possible and that the staff 
and that other members along with me will restrain ourselves as far 
as possible, consistent with our obligations, in developing the facts. 

Senator Tarr. Page 22, the campaign to purge me from the Senate 
was carried out according to the blueprint of the Communist Gus Hall, 
and the threats of William Green, Philip Murray, and the other labor 
leaders. My opinion is that the ec ampaign was actually organized by 
the CIO headquarters in Washington, in close cooperation with the 
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Democratic National Committee. It was characterized by (1) carpet- 
bag speakers from outside the State and national radio programs, 
(2) false and scurrilous literature widely distributed throughout the 
State, especially to farmers, and (3) intense activity by all the pai 
organizers and employees of labor unions, to persuade and faeces a 
union members and their f: at to register and vote against me. 

As the campaign developed, meee of political carpetbaggers 
swarme “1 into the State to try to defeat me. ‘These outsiders were led 
by the heads of the national unions. "ideas aniong’ these were 
Walte ta Re uthe rr of Detroit 5 he ad of the U AW, who made tWo SW Ings 
through the State making numerous speeches, giving interviews to the 
press and generally conducting a full-scale political campaign 

= a time I didn’t know whether my eae was Joe Ferguson 

Walter Reuther. 

"We had warning of this invasion of Ohio by outsiders as early as 
August 1949 when the Federation of Labor reported plans to n ing the 
presidents of AFL’s 108 international unions into Ohio to campaign 
against me. The Columbus Dispatch (which I introduced as exhibit 
I-A previously ) in reporting this scheme, on August 22, 1949, further 
revealed that “The international unions would finance the visit of the 
presidents, and sectional meetings of locals within each international 
union would be held starting shortly after New Year’s (1950).” 

In other words this was a Was for the uh ions LO hide fin ancial con- 
tributions to the campaign by paying the expenses of their top leaders 
on purely political missions. 

The Truman administration, as I indicated before, apare d no effort 
to beat me. High-ranking administration offic . including Cabinet 
‘officers and the Vice President, joined this union Invasion of Ohio 
President Truman himself had planned to stamp the State, but 
changed his mind. 

| pre ‘viously mie ntione d the HH; arr imi in spee th For the « ommittee’s 
files I now offer the e ntire speech as released by the White House. 

That was made to the AFL convention in Houston Se ptember 19 in 


al 
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the middle of my campaign, and it devoted particular attention to me. 
ry°i . ° 1 } 
lhe last part of the speech goes directly —attacks me directly: 

There are many candidates whose record on these issues should be closely 
examined I want to mention only one—Senator Robert A. Taft 

When you look at his record, you cannot escape the conclusion that if the 
Congress had adopted his positions, Communist objectives would thereby have 
been furthered 

Actions which further the designs of the Kremlin cannot be forgiven on the 
ground that they are taken unwittingly. The most charitable thing one can say 


about Taft is that he knows not what he does 


That was Mr. Harriman’s contribution. 

(The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit 15” and is 
to be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Senator Tarr. One of the most flagrant examples of high admin- 
istration officials misusing their public office was Oscar R. Ewing, 
Federal Security Administrator. Ewing came into the State at tax- 
pavers’ expense and attempted to influence the voters’ minds with 
scurrilous and untruthful accusations against their own elected 
official. He made this speech at Toledo on October 30, 1950, and J 
leave it to the judgment of the committee as to whether this kind of 
partisan political activity properly falls within the official duties of 
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the Federal Security Administrator of the United States. I offer 
this speech in evidence. 

( The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 16.” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. The speech was released October 30, 1950, in Toledo 
by the publicity division of the Democratic National Committee. It 
begins: 

I am glad to come to this great State of Ohio, which is about to retire the 
country’s foremost reactionary from the United States Senate. 

Now, I don’t want to guarantee that Mr. Ewing made all of this 
sneech because I think when he came to make it, some of it was too 
stiff for him, but it was handed to the newspapers and I don’t know 
which part—I was told he omitted some of it but I don’t know which 
part—he omitted, but some of it is worth reading: 

The first test of intelligence, in politics or in daily life, is whether you know 
what time it is. Bob Taft doesn’t know what time it is. He is a little confused 
about the century in which we live. He thinks we are still in the days of the 
surrey with the fringe on top, of the robber barons, of the forked-stick plow, and 
the solid, sturdy peasantry who took orders from the noblemen and never dared 
talk back. 

I don’t think he wrote this speech, as I say. I think it was written 
for him. 

The whole purpose of Joe Ferguson’s campaign—I was about to say Senator 
Ferguson’s campaign—is let Bob Taft know what time it is, and to let him 
know that the people of Ohio know what time it is 


Again: 

Senator Taft, on his record, sometimes doesn’t seem to know a fact when he 
sees one. And if somebody takes his hand and points one out to him, then, so 
often, he insists on doing the wrong thing. One of the greatest results that can 
flow from this election campaign, here in Ohio, is to teach Taft some of the 
facts of life. He will be able to contemplate them in lonely retirement from 
the Senate. 

Senator Taft has the largest research staff of any Senator in Washington; but 
still he does not seem to understand the human spirit. 

I might say that my research staff sitting over there is one fellow, 
as far as I know, but that has been one of the favorite CIO charges, 
that I have the largest staff. 

He was an isolationist before the war. It made no difference to him whether 
or not the Nazi aggressors, with their brutality and their bigotry and their 
bestial concentration camps, would rule the world. 

Here is one thing which I refer to again in the comic book, which 
is a direct lie: 

We were to put no stock in the United Nations—which he called fantastic, 
dangerous, and impracticable—even though, as it has turned out, we have 
succeeded in putting an end to the Korean aggression through the very machinery 
of the United Nations. 

I never at any time—that is one of the things in the CIO book— 
said that the United Nations is fantastic, dangerous, impracticable. 
In fact, it comes from a speech I made in 1943 before there was a 
United Nations in which I outlined three types of international organ- 
ization, favored the one which is more like the United Nations ths an 
any other. 

The fantastic, dangerous and impracticable referred to a world state 
with a world legislature and a world president and a world enforce- 
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ment; in other words, a complete federalized world state. Those are 
only examples of what Mr. Ewing said. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the Senator a ques- 
tion ? 

The CHatrMan. Senator Hennings. 

Senator HenNriNGs, I was interested in your observation on page 23 
of your statement that President Truman himself planned to stump 
the State but changed his mind. ‘ 

Senator Tarr. That was announced in the papers 

Senator Henninas. I was the candidate that year and I had no ex 
pectat ion whatever that the President would come into the State after 
the primary in my State, and I did not learn until about a week before 
the general election he planned to make one sper ch which he h: ap er ied 
to make, and I wondered whether there was anything substant! ul ti 
oe suge@estion that he intended to come into Ohio. 

enator TAFr. Maybe he Was coming into Ohio and decided 
change and go into Missouri. 

Senator Henninos. He made a nation al network speech. 

Senator TAFT. I think he felt. he mig! ht be eriticized, ell sp 
Missouri was his own State, so he could not be eriticized for that, I 
suppose. 

The magnitude of the Federal Government’s propaganda machine is 
known to every one of you Senators. If misused for political purposes 
to defeat Congressman and Senators who are opposed to the adminis- 
tration, this propaganda juggernaut can destroy constitutional gov- 
ernment in America, 

This Federal propaganda machine was used against me. 

Here is another official Government newspaper release of the United 


States Department of Labor—paid for by taxpayers—dated August 
27,1950. It was released from Davenport, Iowa, by the United States 
Department of Labor. It starts off: o 


John W. Gibson, Assistant Secretary of Labor, charged Saturday night that 
Senators Taft and Wherry consistently give aid and comfort to “Our Communist 
enemy.” 

It continues: 


They have accomplished this by refusing to let the right hand know what 
the left hand is doing. 

(The document refered to was marked “Exhibit No. 17.” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Mr. Gibson’s superior, Secretary of Labor Tobin, was 
particularly active in campaigning against me. I have here an excerpt 
from a speech he made before the Amalgamated Clothing Workers, 
CIO, Convention in Cleveland, May 17, 1950. I think that was a 
general attack on the Taft-Hartley law. Referring to the Taft- 
Hartley law: 

That is the vehicle through which every building union practically in the United 
States that has attempted to protect workers has been prevented from doing it 
solely because of the enactment of the Taft-Hartley law, and that will continue 
to be the record until the day the law is repealed and a just labor-management 
law enacted in its place. 

(‘The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 18.” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
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Senator Tarr. Other administration leaders, like Senator Leh- 
man of New York, made radio transcriptions urging the voters to 
defeat me and these were played over Ohio stations. 

Jolin L, Lewis, used the veiled threat to close the mines, attempted 
to deny me the right to talk to the coal mine - of Ohio with a directive 
to the Ohio Coal Operators Association. I offer this letter of John 
L.. Lewis, which is addressed to the president of the Ohio Coal 
Operators Association 9 

DeaR Mr. Emetanp: Taft’s secret political handlers propose to have him 
enter coal mines to cozen the men underground. This will be bad from the 
standpoint of coal production. 

Tait was born encased in velvet pants, and has lived to rivet an iron collar 
around the necks of millions of Americans. He is the relentless, albeit witless, 
tool of the oppressors of labor. 

You should refuse him entry to mines where Americans toil. The under- 
ground workings are necessarily confined, and the air therein is easily con- 
taminated. The effluvia of the oppressor is ever disagreeable and could enrage 
the men to a point of evacuation of the mine. This we would both deplore. 

Yours truly, 
JOHN L. LEwIs. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 19°, and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Asa matter of fact, I had not thought of going down 
in the mines. I did, however, then try to arrange to go to one of 
these strip mines, but the union objected so strenuously that I did not 
press my attempt to do so. 

To the great credit of the Ohio Democrats I believe they were dis- 
cwusted with the tactics used against me. Many voted for me. The 
regular Democratic organizations devote most of their energy to 
local candidates, and the result of the election at least saved them 
from what happened in Michigan, the capture of the party ma- 
chinery by the CIO-PAC. They did not welcome carpetbaggers, any 
more than the other people of Ohio who are quite capable of managing 
their own affairs. 

In order to get my voting record and my position on current 
issues before the voters, I prepared a number of pamphlets for dis- 


tribution to campaign workers, newspaper editors, and others. These 
pamphlets covered subjects like my farm policy, the health program, 
civil rights, communism, veterans’ affairs, the Taft- Hartley law, rail- 
road-labor problems, and other similar issues. There were other 


materials on my biography. 

[ submit all of those. I think they are all the pamphlets that we 
issued during the campaign dealing with practically every subject 
and dealing with them, I think, on a fair, straightforward discussion 
basis. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 20°, and 
vill be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Nowhere is the contrast between the two campaigns 
more marked or striking than inthe area of literature. 

My opposition wrote, published, and distributed the most defama- 
tory, scurrilous, and violent literature ever used in a_ political 
campaign. 

The attacks upon me began long before 1949. In 1944 the CIO- 
PAC conducted the same kind of campaign but in a much quieter 
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way, so that I was hardly aware, in the midst of the war, that it 
was volng on, 

Their leading pamphlet at that time depicted me as a supporter 
of Hitler, and followed the approved CLO technique of smear. 

This is the pamphlet that was issued in 1944: 

He wanted to do business with Hitler and Hirohit The amazing story 
of Senator Taft 

That I] offer as evidence. Incidentally, it was issued by the Ohio 
CIO Council, which is a labor union, and it seemed to me clearly 
that it violated the law. 

They had tried, I think, to raise money through the CIO Political 
Action Committee and had not been successful, and they finally used 
union funds with which to publish it. On the back, as you see, it is 
il political document because it Says: 

Let’s remove Taft from the Senate by electing William G, Pickrel, Democrati 
candidate for United States Senator, a proven friend of the people. 

That was a direct campaign. That is the one in which the legal 
question arose, and I have here, if the committee desires, a letter 
written finally, Oh my pressing the committee, the predecessor of this 
committee, to secure some prosecution of this action—letter to the 
Attorney General to the Honorable Theodore Francis Green saying 
that he does not think that this violated, I thn k it was the Smith 
Connally Act at that time, that prohibited contributions by labor 
uUnIONS, 

Senator Giutterre. These documents were with reference to the 1944 
campaign / 

senator Tarr. The *44 campaign. I only introduce them as al 
introduction. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibit No 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. In 1946 they were conducting a steady smear can 
paign, ; 

It seems to me I’ve heard that this committee is interested in con 
posite photographs. Id like to show you the granddaddy of all po 
litical composite photographis. It appe: ared in the CIO News. offic: 
national publication of the CLO. on October 14. a and pul ports { te 
show me in conference with two Nazi leaders. I don’t know exactl 
how this was done, | Dut appare ntly someone selected two se parate p 
tures taken at different times and reduced them to seale and so 
ranged them to make it appear that I was conversing with two Nazi 
leaders. ‘The composite shows me facing these men and they appeui 
to be listening to me. 

The picture, of course, is a complete fake and its sole purpose wa 


to embarrass and injure me. The caption underneath carries out the 


sume purpose and starts off——“Senator Robert Alphonso Taft (R., O. 
and Friends.” The story which this fake photogrs ap yh illustrates 1: 
headed: the Des Defender.” 


(The photograph referred to was marked “Exhibit 21,” and will be 


found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. The Browder photograph: 

While I’m talking about composite photographs, I would like te 
show you a picture freely used by my opponent in 1950; and at least 
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once waved by him before an audience while making a speech. This 
was a real photograph, nof a composite one, but of course the use of it 
was for exactly the same purpose—to imply that I was friendly with 
Earl Browder. The circumstances really were that in 1936 I was sent 
as a representative of the Republican National Committee to present 
the Republican point of view to the American Youth Congress. When 
I got there I found Stanley High representing the Democrats, Norman 
Thomas the Socialists, and Earl Browder the Communits. Our pic- 
tures were taken together on the platform. 

(The photogr aph referred to was marked “Exhibit 22,” and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee.) » 

Senator Tarr. The basis for all of their literature—indeed for their 
entire campaign—was a so-called Speaker’s Handbook on Robert A. 
Taft. 

This is what Mr. Gradison said about this book—and I endorse it— 


The book is unworthy of any American and all Ohioans will repudiate the 
reprehensible motives behind it. It is a mass of plain lies, libelous statements, 
incidents that never occurred, and twisted distortions. The truth is not in it. 

This book was prepared by the CIO-PAC at great expense. It 
had me voting “yes” when I voted “no”; “no” when L voted “yes.” 
It had me making speeches on the floor of the Senate when the Senate 
was not even in session. It shows complete disregard for the truth 
or ordinary decency. 

Let me give you a few examples of the type of materials in this 
book—which was the basis of the whole campaign against me. 

I might say that this first came out in this form. Of course, it was 
not for public distribution but it was used apparently by anybody 
who had any preparation, all of the pamphlets came from it. Later 
it was printed in this form with some changes that I will refer to. 
On the first page is a statement about my grandfather, Alfonso Taft. 

The book says: 

He piled up a fortune that has stood and grown to this day. His speculations 
in land and mines, railroad and industry, banking and building, built a thick 
wall of dollars which steod—and stands today—between all the Tafts and the 
hard things of life. 

The truth: My grandfather never speculated in land and mines, or 
in anything else. He was a hard-working lawyer, I judge, starting 
from scratch, and later became judge of the superior court, then Sec- 
retary of War, Attorney General, and Minister to Austria and Russia. 
When he died, he left an estate consisting of $5,542, and his house on 
Mount Auburn, which was shortly sold. 

Two of the silliest statements of the entire book appear in this 
chapter—on page 2: 

As a baby, Robert Alphonso was greedy for oatmeal. His nurse tried to curb 
his appetite by giving him plain milk instead of rich cream served at the Taft 
breakfast table. When that didn’t work, the nurse held out on the sugar. These 
tactics must have made a deep impression on the young heir. * * * Fifty 
years later, he was using them himself. When Taft found he couldn't block 
certain welfare measures in the Senate, he tried to take the good parts out 
of them. 


The other on page 3 says that when Bob Taft was a child in the 
Philippines with his father he was stung by a jellyfish. “That’s why 
he is now opposed to foreigners.’ 

Did the CIO really be lieve the voters of Ohio would swallow this 
stuff and nonsense ? 
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Apparently not, because in the second issue of this book, these last 
two reference were eliminated. 

The rest of the book is ona par, 

Here is a good eXalup le of the direct musrepresentation of my 
record. 

On page 3 it says [ “proposed housing programs with no public 
housing in them.” This of course is a lie. [I was the author of the 
public housing bill. I put it through the Senate in the Eightieth 
Congress, and did my best to get it through the House. IJ supported 
the bill finally passed it 1 1949. But it is interesting to show how this 
statement from the book was used in other ways by my opponents. 

Jack Kroll, director of the CIO Political Action Committee, said: 


> 
) 
1 
i 


The fact that today America has a public housing bill is certainly not to the 
Senator’s credit. The measure was achieved in spite of Mr. Taft. 

And the defamatory comic book issued by Mr. Kroll’s PAC said 
further: 

Whenever there’s a bill he knows the public wants, he cuts out the good 
parts * * und the people (chuckle) never notice the difference unti ts 
too (giggle) late! Like that housing program he proposed (ha! ha!) with 
practically no public housing in it. 

When the bill was passed, however, on July 16, 1949, the President 
of the United States, Harry S. ‘Truman, in a letter addressed to me 
said: 

Dear Bos: I am sorry you didn’t get to the White House for the signing 
of the housing bill. No one has taken more interest in this subject than you 
have. 

It was a great pleasure for me to sign the bill on which so much work ha 
been done. I believe it will contribute to the public welfare. 

Harry S. TrRuMAN 


A photographic copy of the Presiden t’s letter is otfered as proot of 
the way the CIO-PAC smear gang deliberately misrepresented and 
lied about my record. 

This was not the worst example of such lies by the PAC, but it 
served to warn the peop le of Ohio as to what the V might Ct expect from 
those elements Op ee my ree lection. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 23” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. On page 174 of the Speaker’s Handbook there 
appears the simple statement: 

On August 21, 1949, Taft voted against establishment of a 65-cent minimum 
wage through 1950, the rate thereafter to be no lower than 55 cents nor higher 
than 75 cents 


This became one of the most often-quoted statements in the cam 


paign against me. It frequently appeared in the “letters to the edi- 
tor’ columns in various Ohio newspapers and in my opponent's cam- 
paign literature. 

The truth of the matter is that on August 21, 1949, I voted against 
a 65-cent minimum wage amendment offered by Senator Ellender 
because I was committed to an immediate straigh t increase to 75 cents 
per hour which he was atte ee to strike out of the bill. 

I had voted for the 75-cent rate in the committee itself when it 
recommended the bill, and all ] did was vote agal t the 65-cent rate 
because I did not want to reduce the 75, and that is represented as a 
vote against the 65-cent minimum wage, 
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Free postage for servicemen: This was used all over the place. 

The CIO pamphlet says on page 185: 

January 28, 1942. Taft voted against free postage for men and women in 
the Armed Forces. On the same day Taft voted against limiting free postage 
to men overseas, but when he had a chance to kill the whole free postage sec- 
tion he voted to do so. 

This is another lie. 

The truth: The Senate adopted an amendment offered by Senator 
Vandenberg in behalf of Senator Brooks of Illinois, giving franking 
privileges to soldiers. It was adopted by a vote of 74 to 3. I voted 
for the amendment. Shortly after, the Democrats woke up and 
feared that this might give too much credit to the Republicans. 
Therefore, they moved to strike out the Vandenberg amendment 
and substitute a very similar amendment by Senator Johnson of 
Colorado. Senator Tydings somewhat cynically remarked on the 
floor when this Johnson substitute was offered: 

It seems to me, if the Senator will permit me, that a roll call might be saved 
and a good deal of time saved, since these proposals are approximately identical, 
if we could simply enter into a unanimous-consent agreement in the Senate, that 
the amendment be designated as the Brooks-Vandenberg-Johnson of Colorado- 
Lafoliette amendment. [Laughter.] It seems to me that would save a great 
deal of trouble and save a roll call. 

When the Johnson substitute was offered, every Republican, includ- 
ing myself, voted against it. But obviously since the free postage was 
alre ady in the bill, this was not a vote against free postage, but only 
against the Democratic attempt to claim credit for it. The CIO 
author, of course, was aware of this situation. 

I offer the Speaker’s Handbook on me, and the revision of this work 
which was issued as the black book. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits 24 and 

* for identification and will be found in the files of the subcom- 
mittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Perhaps the inost infamous piece of political propa- 
ganda ever devised was the 16-page four-color comic book. 1 offer 
this as exhibit 26. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 26° for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. No one knows exac ‘tly how m: ny copies of this book 
were distributed, but the CIO News, Se ptember 18, 1950, published a 
story with the headline “1.6 million laugh at Taft comie book.” 

That article Says: 

Nearly 1,600,000 copies of the Robert Alphonso Taft Story have been dis- 
tributed by the United Labor League of Ohio, proving that Taft is a good subject 
for a comic book, As amusing as any comic you are likely to find, the book tells 
about Taft's record. 

At 10 cents a copy, that would be $160,000. As far as we can judge 
the printing of it, 1,600,000 would prob: ably cost fifty or sixty thousand 
dollars; I don’t know. Your committee can find that out more easily 
than I 

This comic book was based entirely on the Speaker’s Handbook 
issued by the PAC. It was drawn, I think, either by Al Capp or his 
brother, as far as I can tell from the style. 

It got the full treatment from the CIO, inc luding a mock, formal 
unveiling by Jacob Clayman, secretary-treasurer of the Ohio CIO 
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Council. There was a two-page spread in national CIO News, August 
20, 1950, devoted to the comic book. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos, 27 
and 28” and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. That is, this entire page Was devoted to the book and 
there is a picture here of Jake Clayman unveiling the Taft Story 
ceremony, photographers, a 16-page comic book. 

Hundreds of thousands will be distributed to union members throughout the 
State in the campaign to defeat the cosponsor of Taft-Hartley. 

The Cleveland Plain Dealer described the comie book as a “seur 
rilous, defamatory political pamphlet, designed to arouse class 
prejudice.” 

There can’t be much doubt about the attempt to arouse class preju 
dice. Of course, the whole effort is to show that I am run by and 
the campaign is run by J. Phineas Moneybags, chairman of the local 
Taft campaign committee. 

I’d hke to read the contents of this book on which my opponents 
placed such great reliance. 

| offer a photostat of aw rapper with t] ree labels which shows the 
trail of these comic books. These labels were pasted on top ot each 
other on the package. They were steamed off. 

The first label shows the books were mailed from the Toby Press, 
Inc., 17 East Forty-fifth Street, New York, N. Y., to the CIO Political 
Action Committee, care of National Publishing Co., Washington, 
D. C. 

The second label show s the hooks were the a) shipped to i cob ( 
man at CLO Ohio Couneil. Columbus, Ohio 

Mr. Clayman shipped them to the Democratic headquarters, Cadiz, 
Ohio. 

l offer the comic book in evidence. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 29” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. And Iimight say just for the facts, you can go throu 
the book yourself, but there are a few things like the housing program 
that I have already dealt with, “A public housing program with no 


lay 


cr} 


public housing in it,” when that is of course what it was entirely 
Then they repeat this statement, “It is simply fantastic to suppos 
there is any danger of any attack by Japan on the United States.” 
something which I never said and which I have denied ever sines 
1944 that I have said. 

Of course sometimes the statements are correct or proper quotes. 
There is one here on the United Nations: 

It seems to me that the plan for a world organization is fantastic, dar 
and impractical 

I have already explained that, that I never said anything of the 
kind about it. that I always favored the League of Nations and a 
kind of international organization which was hased on a covenant 
between nations to comply with some internationai law or internatiot 
obligations assumed in that organization. 

I had voted for the United Nations, would have voted for ft] 
League of Nations. Those are only examples of some direct lit 
Usually the general type of thing in this thing is whenever I voted 
say for economy, Cub an appropriation from D million to 4 million 


21644 2 $ 
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for some farm program, then I was against the farm program, against 
the farmer. That is the more usual type of misrepresentation. 

On a par with the comic book was the tactic used by the Steel- 
workers CIO at its picnic at Meyers Lake on August 7, 1950. A con- 
cession stand with a 5-foot caricature of me was set up with a sign: 

You know this bird. Let’s knock his teeth out. 

Those attending were invited to take three balls for a dime and try 
to knock my teeth out. Here is a picture of the oecasion. 

Here’s how one newspaper reacted. ‘The Canton Repository said 
editorially on August 7, 1950: 

This sort of thing, according to Victor Riesel, the labor columnist, is part of 
the CIO’s national program for whooping up political bitterness in 1950, Riesel 
reports that CIO outings will feature shooting galleries fitted out with effigies 
of politicians blacklisted by CIO. 

Perhaps this is good psychology for the kind of electioneering the CIO has in 
mind. But aside from being pretty childish, it raises doubts about the attitude 
it reflects. 

In a country where everybody reserves the right to get into the political act, 
there either must be a certain amount of restraint exercised or the act turns into 
a brawl. If that ever happened in the United States, it would be all over but the 
wailings and lamentations. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 30” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. As far as the effect of this incident, like so many 
others, it backfired on its perpetrators. My supporters simply resolved 
themselves to redouble their efforts. 

One of the principal channels of distribution of defamatory propa- 
ganda against me was handbills. These were widely used and spon- 
sored by a variety of labor organizations and a so-called Citizens 
Committee for Ferguson. 

The total circulation of this material must have run into many 
millions and it would be a problem for your committee to get a true 
picture of this distribution and its cost. 

All I know is that whenever I made a speech, or toured a plant, 
there usually were several men stationed at the entrance and exits 
of the meeting place or at the gates of the plants handing out these 
handbills. The streets were littered with them. 

It would have been impossible to collect all these pamphlets attack- 
ing me, but I do have a few of them here today which are repre- 
sentative. 

Here is an example of the work of the Citizens Committee for Fergu- 
son. It is in the form of a theater program. On the front I read the 
following: 

PREDICTIONS BY SENATOR RoperT ALPHONSO TAFT 


Mr. Taft’s show is produced and staged by the National Association of 
Manufacturers. 

Wardrobe by “Quick-Change Costumes, Inc.” 

Music and sound effects by “Ye Old Wall St. Publishing Co.” 


SUPPORTING CAST 
Senator McCarthy, Tom Girdler, and the Reactionary Chorus. 


This show positively closes November 7, 1951! 
(Absolutely no encores.) 


(The document referred to above was marked for identification as 
“Exhibit No. 31” and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
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Senator Tarr. Inside are a series of quotes from the Speaker’s 
Handbook or the black book which indicates just how basic this book 
of lies was in the campaign. It was the fountainhead for all scurrilous 
literature and speeches, and set the propaganda line agaimst me. 

Here’s still another tabloid published on October 25. 1950, by the 
came Citizens Committee for Ferguson, Cincinnati branch. Page 3 is 
headed “Taft and Marcantonio” and purports to compare My record 
with that of Marcantonio. 

I believe the Senator from Maine had something of the same sort. 
[ think the particular matters—Greek-Turkish aid, I voted for it, 
Marcantonio against ; ECA appropriation bills, I voted to reduce from 
five billion to three to four billion. So did Marcantonio. Another 
reduction in foreign aid in 1949, I voted for, cut 10 percent off foreign 
aid. IL voted to cut the foreign aid and so did Marcantonio. Military 
assistance program, the North Atlantic ‘Treaty, that one I voted 
igainst. The point 4 program I voted against the form of it at least 
that was in the bill in 1950. So did Marcantonio. 

In general, of course, it was an effort to prove that we were helping 
the Communists. 

(The document referred to above was marked for identification as 
“Exhibit $2”’ and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. The Ohio State Federation of Labor’s Educational 
and Political League also was active with handbills and literature. 
Here’s one of their pamphlets taking isrepresentations right out of 
the CLO Handbook. 


He has advocated a sales or general withholding tax. On March 24, 1942, he 
said: “I estimate we could get at least 2 billion additional dollars from a 5 
percent sales tax. 

But I didn’t advocate it. 

Under this system corporations would avoid taxes, while the workers would 
earry the burden. 

Senator Taft favors the interests of big business. He will never be found 
legislating in the interest of the farmer, the worker, the veteran, the small 
business man, the consumer—in short, the mass groups of the population, 

I have never advocated the Federal sales tax. 

(The document referred to above was marked for identification as 
“Exhibit No. 33” and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. This is another exhibit of the AFL campaign, 
“Robert A. Taft, the record of his 12 year fieht.” That is a 20 page 
pamphlet issued by the Hotel and Restaurant Employees and Bat 
tenders International Union AFL. I don’t know, I don’t believe the 
committee will find any place in the expense accounts where this was 
ever—anything on this was ever returned. 

It was another Standard Oil heiress, Frances Payne Bolton, Cleveland Con- 
gresswoman, who headed Taft's list of delegates in Ohio when he sought the 
GOP presidential nomination against Stassen. 

Taft is connected also with the house of Morgan through his own law firm 
laft, Stettinius, and Hollister, one of Cincinnati’s most influential corporation 


law firms, numbers among its clients the Morgan-controlled Pennsylvania Ra 
road 
We were local counsel, I think, in the davs when the Pennsylvania 
R vilroad—the connection with the house of Morg nis a little emote, 
They followed pretty largely the CIO handbook, with a chapte1 
‘Taft Against Labor,’ “Taft Against the GI.” “Taft Against the 
Housewife.” 
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I have marked in red ink the things that aren't true. “Taft Against 
the Negro People,” “Taft Against the Farmer,” “Taft Against the 
Public.” “Taft Against the “Voters,” “Taft Against One World.” 
That is a sweeping condemnation. I don’t know who it was who voted 
for me. 

(The document referred to above was marked for identification 
“Exhibit 83-A” and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Some of the railroad unions joined the campaign with an organiza- 
tion called Railway Labor's Political League. Here’s one of their 
pamphlets entitled “The Man We Must Defeat and Some Reasons 
Why 

I dont’ need to read it, but it also comes for the most part from the 
CIO black book, from the railway clerks division, Railway Labor’s 
Political League, Cincinnati, Ohio. This effort, I must say, was not 
too successful. I had great support among railroad men, rather 
more than among most union men, I think. 

(The document referred to above was marked for identification as 
“Exhibit 34° and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Here is a more vicious example put out by the Ohio 
State Council of Carpenters, 1650 State Avenue, Cincinnati. It’s 
called “Facts * * * About the Worst Senator in Ohio’s His- 
tory,” and offered a plan to drive me into political oblivion. 

This is the back of the Plan To Drive the Senator Into Political 
Oblivion. It goes back to the Cox machine in Cincinnati: 

Cox ran the wickest and most corrupt gang of the whole let, and Taft was 
linked irrefutably with Cox. 

Except that I came back to Cincinnati in 1913, and he died in 1910, 
that is the only connection. 

Robert Alphonso Taft had a chance to bail out of the mob. He didn’t and 
wouldn't. His own brother turned against him on that score. The stench 
from the Cox machine eventually became terrific. 

It uses words like stench, wickedest, mob, corrupt, dirty, collusion, 
crooks, thieves. It has a heading, “How He Helped Hitler” and 
“Why Commies Love Him.” 

[s there any doubt why decent union members rebelled at this foul 
attack ? 

(The document referred to above was marked for identification as 
“Exhibit 35” and is to be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Senator Tarr. Here are seven efforts of local unions of the CIO. 
For the most part they incorporate lies from the notorious black 
book. 

These are the throw-aways that were distributed in front of the 
plants as men were coming out, and so forth, They take separate 
pieces out of the black book, some on docvian policy, some on the 
Taft-Hartley Act, soldiers. They are very fond of those things 
about the soldiers. 

There is a constant representation that I voted against higher 
wages for soldiers, and I was always in favor, almost always voted, 
I think, in favor of raising the pay of soldiers because I was very 
much opposed to the draft, and I was anxious to have them paid 

enough so that they would be on an equal basis with other people, 
sai there would be some basis for volunteering, as well as the general 
basis of pay. 
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(The documents referred to above were marked for identification 
respectively as “Exhibits 36 through 42” and may be found in the 
files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Some of the literature was expensively printed in 
color and apparently in great quantities. Here’s one—Lest We For- 
eet. That required a great deal of research and care in preparation. 
It was printed by the Citizens Committee for Ferguson in Cleveland 
and culls editorial opinion from all over the country. 

(The document referred to above was marked for identification as 
“Exhibit 13° and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. Some of the literature against me violated the law 
in that it was published anonymously. Here’s a handbill using some 
of the material from the CIO handbook but giving no information 
as to its sponsorship. “Taft and the GI,’ “Taft and the Veteran.” 
That contains the same thing. 

On June 8, 1942, he voted against raising the base pay of enlisted men to $50 a 
month 


I didn’t. 

On June 24, 1944, he voted against allowing members of the Armed Forces 
to vote. 

Which, of course, I didn’t 

Senator Monronry. Were most of the other handbills credited to 
some organization 4 

Senator Tarr. Yes, sir. These six were put out by—this one is by 
Al Shipka, president of local union 2163, U. S. A. CIO; that is the 
steelworkers, Federal Street, I think that is Youngstown or Akron. 

Senator Monroney. I didn’t mean to identify them all. 

Senator Tarr. Trumbull County CIO-PAC. That is Warren, 
Ohio. Deleo Local 755, I think that is Dayton, Delco Local 755, 
United Electrical Workers, that is the same. Local S01, United lec; 
trical Workers. 

Here is a handbill that talks about “rotten teamwork” and an “evil 
coalition” on the FEPC. 

It was Taft and the GOP which made the un-American practice of filibustering 
easier, by changing the rules of the Senate in 1949 

We made it much more difficult, but Senators have argued that them- 
selves, so I can’t blame the ~— peop le very much for making the 
argument. It was published | Vv the Young Men’s Civie League of 
Youngstown. 

(The document referred to above was marked for identification as 
“Exhibit 45” and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

senator TAFt. Here is one with a lot of fine print which Says I was 
the “despoiler of a Nation’s social conscience” and the “greatest menace 
to real liberty this Nation has ever known.” It was published by the 
United Labor League, Ashland, Ohio. 

(The document referred to above was marked for identifie ation as 

“K xhibit 46” and m: LV be found in the files of the subcommittee.” ) 

Senator Tarr. The UAW-CIO, local 696, put this one out. It says 
I played the Commie game and was no friend of the GI. It carried 
the usual exhortation to register and vote. 

Taft voted against GI's every chance he got. He voted against free postage 
stalmps for the guys overseas. 
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That is the same thing I told you about earlier. 

It may surprise you, but Taft votes the Communist line on foreign policy 
matters. 

(The document referred to above was marked for identification as 
“Exhibit 47” and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. The Muskingum C ounty Labor League for Political 
Action distributed this handbill on Taft and the House wife, taken 
directly from the CIO black book. 

(The document referred to above was marked for identification 
as “Exhibit 48” and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Here is a general instruction which simply shows that he had an 
active organization for getting out the vote. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 49” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The Elyria CIO-PAC put out this handbill on income taxes, 
attacking me. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 50” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 


The Senate, on August 25, took up a tax bill drafted chiefly by the Taft 
Republicans and Dixiecrats which adds two and three-quarter billion personal 
income taxes and only one and a half billion to normal corporate taxes, 

Senator George said bluntly the Senate would have to pass a bill with no 
excess-profits tax or there would be no bill at all. 

Mr. Taft is supporting a further reduction in the food dollar by support of 
that tax bill. There is no excess-profits tax in it. 


The same organization said— 


to register and vote means dollars in your pockets. Senator Taft led the fight 
against the health funds. 

On March 29, 1950, Senator Taft voted for passage of the Kerr gas 
rate steal bill. That is “steal” they are talking about; the Kerr 
bill. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 51” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Trumbull County PAC put out this handbook for the veterans taken 
directly out of the Black Book. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 52” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Here is another extensive job for the Ferguson Committee of 
Cleveland. His Record Is Against Him. Again it quotes largely 
from what was in the Black Book. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 53” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

I have tried to show you a few examples of these handbills to in- 
dicate (1) the widespre: id use of this device and (2) the w ay in which 
the propaganda line set forth in the ClO master campaign plan 
was fed out to the public through numerous union, political, and civic 
organizations that were part of the v rast coalition opposing me. 


HOW TO ANSWER THE LIES 


I was considerably puzzled to know how I could meet this cam- 
paign of lies and misrepresentations. There was a steady flow and 
it was never possible to keep up with the statements made. 
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I finally decided on two courses. In the first place, we went 
through the Black Book, which was the source of everything else, 
and prepared a detailed reply to many of the chapters. Like the 
book itself, these were lone statements and | only sent them to the 
eqditors, and to Taft chairmen in each COUNTY i wanted my ( 
men to know the answers and be able to enter denials, 11 any p rticu 

g 
lence three of these statements. I think we 


lt 
. } 4 } 2s ] ‘ 4] 
prepared others, but | have not been able to tocate them. 


lie eemed tO be makin headway with the people of the 11’ dl eTict. 


I now offer in ev 

There are a few more of these. It points outa few more of the lies 
that they deal with. The books refers to William Howard Taft's Ow! 
= 


ea has PRE 
wkground of rich industrialism. 


He had neither riches nor the slightest industrial background. When Robert 
Taft was born on September 8, 1899, William Howard Taft was judge of the 
iperior Court of Cincinnati and had neither wealth nor powe1 

The reference to “his hatred of all Roosevelts and of all liberal 
programs, 1S, of course, a lie. The truth: He was a close friend 
of most of the children of ‘Theodore Roosevelt, and still is. He sup 
ported many liberal programs. 

The report says— 

During their dispute over the charter reform, Taft broke up his partnership 
with his brother, Charles, and set up his own law firm—Taft, Stettiniu 
Hollister. 

This is a lie. 

The truth: There was no dispute. The firm of Taft & Taf 
bined with the firm of Worthington, Strong, Stettinius & Ho ‘ 
and ( harles became a full-fledged member of that firm. just as d d 
Robert. Charles did not leave the firm until some time in the late 
thirties, nearly 10 or 12 years later, when he started out for himself 
and I left it shortly afterward. 

It is said that— 

When President Roosevelt called for higher taxes on corporations and big 
incomes to pay for the war, Taft came back on March 2, 1942, with a plan for 
10 percent sales tax 

This is wholly untrue. 

The working people know his stand about the minimum wages and 
against the D-day week, 

He has strongly supported the minimum wage law and voted for 
increases, He has never opposed the 5 day week. 

Those are examples of lies that were told. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 54° and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Here is one-—— 

June 15, 1940: Taft voted against co-ops, supporting an amendment to the 
relief bill which prohibited any loan or grant to any person which would enable 
him to subscribe or pay for stock or membership in any cooperative association 

This is a direct lie as to his vote. 


In this case Taft, in fact, voted for cooperatives because he voted for the 
LaFollette amendment to strike out a provision that prohibited loans being 
made to enable a person to subscribe or pay stock or membership in any coopera- 
tive association. 

Taft voted against the conference report which appropriated $8 million for 
grasshopper control, instead of $2 million which had been allowed by the House. 
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This is a direct lie. 

Taft voted against the conference report in order that the bill might go back 
to conference so that $2 million contained in the bill could be increased to the 
$3 million voted by the Senate. The result of the rejection of the report was 
to get the House to agree to $244 million. 

Those are examples where the vote was directly misrepresented. It 
was just the opposite exactly from what I voted for. 

January 19, 144: Taft voted against the exeemption of farm cooperatives 
from filing income tax returns. 

As a matter of fact, I voted to eliminate the whole section which 
was attempting to require exempt organizations to file information 
returns. When it was decided that exempt organizations should make 
such returns, Taft voted against an e fort to e xempt labor unions and 
farm pen atives from the application of those provisions, It was 
not a measure of tax cooperatives. 

May 26, 1949: Taft voted against the conference report amending the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation Charter Act, by providing for the Federal Govern- 
ment to furnish storage place for farm commodities. 

The fact is that Senator Taft had voted for the bill containing the storage 
provision. He voted against the conference report, as did 46 other Senators, 
hecause it eliminated the Senate requirement that the directors of the Commod- 
ity Credit Corporation be subject to confirmation by the Senate instead of 
holding office at the pleasure of the Secretary of Agriculture. The bill went 
back to conference, and the second conference report eliminated this objee- 
tionable feature. Senator Taft voted for the second conference report. 

I only give that as an example of the fact that this book was false 
from cover to cover. Of course, sometimes they were right. I mean 
sometimes their statement was perfectly justifiable, but as a general 
matter the thing on which all of the campaign was based was a tissue 
of lies. 

The other course I pursued was to unmask the source of this prop- 
aganda. We pub Hicined the fact that the CLO Political Action Com- 
mittee had prepared the Black Book, which was the basis of all these 

charges, and I undertook to describe to the people of Ohio the charae- 
ter of the CLO Political Action Committee. 

The documents referred to above were marked “Exhibits 55 and 
06° and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

I offer in evidence the speech made on the s ibject at that time. 

ae do ument refe ‘rred to above was marked “Texhibit 57” and 

il] be found 1 m the files of the subcommittee. ) 

This is another statement made during the campaign in Cleveland, 


referred to in the Cleveland Plain Dealer of October 13, 1950: 


Unwittingly, perhaps, the CIO Political Action Committee has revealed its 
true nature 

The oracle of things to come, if the CIO-PAC ever gets control of this country, 
was James C, Quinn, secretary of the Cleveland Industrial Union Council. 

“some day we will be able to tell the papers what to print and what not to 
print.” Quinn told the council Wednesday evening during the course of what 
wis described as a vitriolic attack on the newspapers. 


At about the same time as the notorious Black Book, the PAC pre- 
pared and circulated widely another book of 184 pages with a ie 
cover, called Speakers Book of Facts. The misrepresentations in 


this volume equal those ol the Black Book. I offer the Spe “akers Book 
of Facts. 
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(The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit 58” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

I think it was for more general distribution throughout the country 
and not just for Ohio. 

We did not deal specifically with this book since it was not so w idely 
used, but we did prepare a detailed answer to the misrepresentat on 
of the Taft Hartley law contained on pages 159 to 178. L now otter u 
evidence our 19-page memorandum replying to these various rep 
resentations. 

(‘The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit 58—A” ar 


| be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 


The national and local union newspapers plaved a mayor role 
the campaign against me. Week after week these nev papers cal 
ed out their persistent propaga la through news columns, edit 


The use of material I the ¢ IO Black Book Was very itl } ll evi 


Here, for example, is a plant newspaper called the West 
CIO Seven Eleven News, p tblished in Mansfield, Olio, wl 1 printes 
excerpts right out of the Black Book. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 59° and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. 

On the national level, here is a random ssue of the Cie) News. 
official national publication of the CLO, dated August 28, 1950, when 
the Ohio campaign was well under w Ly. De pite the fact that this 
isa national publication, here are two pages, 6 and by devoted almost 
entirely to the Ohio campaign. 

I would like to read these headlins to @lve the committee 
idea of how the CIO threw its national resources against me: 


J 


Ohio CIO rally steps up drive on “Wrong Robert” and for “Right Jo 
Comic book on Taft record is chucked with chuckles 


] 


(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 60” and wil 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
We have already seen how the AFL used the CIO's campaign 
] 


SOUPCEe book, the “Bla k Book,” for its handl ills In Ohio. Lhe SiLidie 


was true on the national level. Here is the League Reporter, offi 
organ of the AFL's League for Political Edueation. September 1&8, 
1950. It devoted two pages to various atta ks, s] il ders, and musrepre 
sentations based on the Black Book. 

The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 61° and 


he found in the files oft the subcommittee. 


These union publications occasionally took time off from thei 


destructive attack on me to print pictures and stories of my opponent 
and prominently displayed these. 

Here is the first page of the September 25, 1950, issue of the CIO 
News, showing union members wearing “defeat Taft” caps. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 62” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

September t, I went through some plants where they had the “de 
feat Taft” buttons, but I found the men usually rather good humored 
about it. 

The September 1, 1950, CIO News, page 9, showing Paul Revere 


(1950 style) urging Ferguson’s election. 
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(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 63” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The August 28, 1950, CLO News, page 1, displaying large pictures 
of placards, Little Joe for Ohio. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 64” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The May 13, 1950 issue of Labor, an AFL national newspaper, 
with a picture of my opponent with the caption “Picked to clean up 
Bob Taft.” 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 65” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Here is the AFL League Reporter’s tinal pre-election issue, Novem- 
ber 6, 1950, mentioning my opponent favorably or me derogatorily 
no less than 24 times. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 66” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

That is the national organ of the AFL Labor’s League for Political 
Education. 

I should think half of it is devoted to the Ohio campaign, though 
it is a national paper. 

Here is an example of the League Reporter's “impartial” presenta- 
tion of the news. The March 6, 1950, issue, page 6, has a picture 
of Senator Millikin and me. The caption reads, “Whenever certain 
Members of Congress want to get their cue in acting against the 
interests of the people, they look to the two men here.” 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 67” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

On April 24, 1950, the League Reporter had stories about me under 
heads like these: “U. S. loses millions under George, Taft, Millikin 
Plan,” and “three friendly Senators sneak through gift to insurance 
firms.” 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 68” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

On October 3, 1949, the League Reporter said my staff were “mostly 
employees of the Cincinnati Times Star.” That is not true. That is 
the League Reporter, the official organ of the American Federation of 
Labor. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 69” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

That same story was repeated in the same newspaper a month later 
on November 21, 1949. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 70” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

To show the complete coordination among the labor papers oppos- 
ing me the item was published again in another newspaper, Labor, on 
November 12, 1949. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 71” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

I could go on at great length about the nature and vast quantity of 
the literature used against me. I believe, however, that the pattern 
used must now be apparent to this committee. It is significant, how- 
ever, that most of this literature, as I have shown, was based on the 
master campaign document prepared by the CIO-PAC, 
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Senator Gitterrr. Perhaps we could ask at this time if the mem- 
bers of the subcommittee wish to interrogate you on this section. 

Senator Tarr. That deals with literature. A lot of it was hes. A 
lot of it was perfectly proper campaign argument. A newspaper has 
a right to run anything they want, except I do not think they are 
entitled to put lies in. 

Senator Henninos. At that point, Senator, to get out of the realm 
of what we speak of as fair comment, perhaps—— 

Senator Tarr. I think they go beyond that, I think. I do not know 
what you can do to stop it. We were puzzled to know what to do about 
it because these things came out every day and everywhere. You 
could not catch up with them. I used the two methods I could. The 
one was, I attacked the source; and the other, I got out as much infor- 
mation and made it available to editors as I could, in case these things 
became important. 

Senator Monroney. It would take about 3 weeks to chase down a 
line and about 3 weeks to start up another. 

On these articles in the labor newspapers, was that all editorial and 
news conient or Y re there any pi iid advertisements / 

Senator Tarr. I did not see any paid advertisements. 

Senator Monronry. Therefore, it would be entered under the reg 
ular ne st iper mailing privilege ? 

Senator Tarr. I think it was all that. I imagine the A. F. of L. 
Reporter is a regular newspaper, sent through the mails. 

Senator Monroney. That is all. 

Senator Tarr. I think usvally either the local unions or the men 
themselves automatically subscribe to the paper. Perhaps some part 
of their dues go for the paper. 

Senator Monroney. There was no paid advertising run in any of 
these, it was a part of the editorial policy ¢ 

Senator Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Could you have bought any advertising in these 
labor papers if you wished? Did you attempt to do so? 

Senator Tarr. I did not attempt to do so. I always subscribe to 
the old Labor Chronicle, $10, and then $25 for a Christmas ad, which 
they tried to get. 

Senator ener y. Sometimes in a campaign you can answer some 
of the charges by buying advertising in the papers, and I just won- 
dered if it was available to you. 

Senator Tarr. I don’t know. I would not like to say myself. 

Senator GILLeTrr. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru of Maine. I have no questions. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moorr. Senator Taft, at page 34, in referring to the comic 
book, you mentioned that it cost 10 cents a copy and was sold for 
10 cents a copy. That would represent a cost of $160,000. You don't 
mean to imply that; do you! 

Senator Tarr. What I said was, I think the total cost of pr inting 
would be $50,000 to $60,000, just the general preparation, printing 
and drafting. [ figured roughly it would cost from $50,000 to $60,000 
for 1,600.00. That is the advice I have from people who have had to 
print that sort of thing. 
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The Democratic National Committee might be able to tell you. I 
do not know how many million pro-Truman books they printed in 
i948. That is really where this idea got its start, I think. The 
Democratic National Committee flooded the country with pro-Truman 
funny books, ones favorable to oi They were not really funny 
books, but that was considered to be quite an effective weapon in 
that campaign. 

Mr. Moorr. We have the documentary evidence on how much it cost, 
S15.000 or $16,000. 

The use of the comic book as a means of propaganda is not per se 
bad, 1s it ( 

Senator Tarr. I think what is wrong is that it is a straight appeal 
to class prejudice upon which the whole book is based, plus the 
specific lies on five or six important matters. 

I think the treatment of a candidate for public office in the way in 
which I am treated there is not illegal, certainly, but it is certainly in 
the worst of taste, I would think. 

Mr. Moore. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterrre. Senator Taft, will you proceed with your fifth 
section 4 

Senator Tarr. V. Intimidation and Coercion. 

I turn now to a phase of my opposition’s campaign which is not a 
pretty one. It concerns the threat of reprisals, loss of jobs, and union 
siete. Union members were coerced and bludgeoned into 
contributing $2 each to the hugh slush fund used against me. 

There were instances of that. At any rate, in Youngstown, Ohio, 
a worker was beaten up by the president of the Mahoning County CLO 
Council, Al Shipka, who called out some men on a strike to protest my 
visit to Youngstown. Shipka ple aded culty toach irge of assault and 
battery and was fined $100 and costs for his violence. 

At the invitation of the Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co. I went up 
to see the plant. It is a tremendous plant. The Mahoning County 
CLO Council called a strike and they closed down three or four divi- 
sions of the Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co.., particul: arly the power 
division, and they shut down other divisions. They had a group of 
about 75 to 100 pickets when I went out there, and I went through 
the line, in a car, or drove through the line, with “boos” and “cat- 
calls,” but 1 though they were pleasant enough. We went through 
the thing. 

One of the fellows I shook hands with and talked with for a while 
was thereafter beaten up by Al Shipka, who was one of those who 
called the men out on strike. 

I have here an item from the Youngstown paper which declares 
[reading]: 

\ dispute over a union walk-out protesting a visit by Senator Robert A. Taft 
today cost the president of the Mahoning County CIO Council $100 and costs. 

Albert J. Shipka paid that sum after pleading guilty to beating Raymond 
Greenwood, a clerk at the Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co.'s plant. 

Greenwood said he had an argument with Shipka before Mr. Taft's visit 
He said he told Shipka, “You should be ashamed of yourself, pulling the men 
out on strike to spite Taft.” 

The clerk claims the union chief then threatened to “get me outside and 
break all the bones in my body.” He declared that Shipka finally struck him 
last night in a tavern. 
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One of the newspapermen who went through with me talked to 
some of them, and some of them said they could not afford to lose $15 
or $16 a day merely because Shipka didn’t want me to walk through 
the Youngstown Sheet & Tube plant. It was not a popular strike. 

The general result backfired on the labor people without any ques- 
tion because I carried Mahoning County, and Mahoning County has 
vone Democratic 2 to 1 in the last six or eight elections, I shoul | say. 
It has been the worst place in Ohio from a Republican standpoint. 

[ carried the county by 3,500. I think it was a result, really, of the 
nethods used by this particular union. 

The following excerpts of a telegram sent by Willis D. Gradison 
during the first week in October 1950 tells the then-existing situa 
tion regarding the widespread threats with respect to the secrecy of 
the ballot. 

The charge made was that they were Saying to union members 
reading |: 

It is all right to talk about a secret ballot, but we can find out how you vote 
and if you don't vote right, you will get into trouble 

That was the advice brought tous. {Continues reading :| 
Josepn T. Feravuson, 

State Auditor, Columbus, Ohio: 

Iiivery decent citizen of Ohio, regardless of party affiliation, is shocked by the 
eports that your supporters, the union bosses led by the CLO Political Action 
Committee, are attempting to intimidate working men and women to vote 
against Bob Taft for the United States Senate. To tell any citizen 
of Ohio that he will lose his job if he exercises his constitutional right to 
the way he pleases in complete secrecy strikes a new low in Campaignin 


I now demand that you eall off this campaign of intimidation against the we 
ngmen. They have the same privilege of the secret ballot as every 
Senator Taft has spoken out strongly against these tactics, but your silence 


strange and may be interpreted in some quarters as acquiescence or consent 
As a public official sworn to uphold the Constitution and the law, you are fu 
aware that it is a criminal offense to learn or reveal how any individual vot 


nd that this crime is punishable by a fine of $500 or imprisoument in the ¢ 
ail for 6 months or both. 

In the interests of good government, decency, fair play, and 
isk you to call off this campaign of intimidation by your supporters. 1 
sending a copy of this telegram to your chief Campaign adviser, Jack Kr 
director of the CLO Political Action Committee. 


law ind ordey I 


WILLIS ID). GRADISON, 
Chairman, Taft-for-Senate Committe 


“DON'T LOOK FOR TROUBLE.” 


Here’s an open letter from the business manager of the Cincinnati 
Cooks, Pastry C ilies. ‘aa Assistants’ Union AFL to the union mem- 


bership. It warns the members to register and says | reading]: 
International laws will be enforced to the letter even if it means removal from 
your jobs to get you registered, 
There are 350 members out of 1,209 not registered in our union. Had you 
voted in the last election we would have defeated obnoxious antiunion Congress- 
man Elston from office. Please do not let this happen again. 


Here is the Republican Congressman from the First District, which 
isin Cineinnai. | Continues reading: | 
You are to go to the board of elections at 622 Sycamore Street and registet 


We will be checking back to see that eve ry member does register; so do not 
coar and look for trouble, 
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The letter is signed by Fred H. Hassner, business manager and 
financial secretary of the local. 


RESIGNATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 


On October 6, 1950, Otto L. Lyman, treasurer of the Trumbull 
County ClO Council, resigned his office in protest of the attempted 
political domination of the CLO Political Action Committee. 

His letter of resignation is as follows [reading] : 


I do hereby resign my elected position as treasurer of the Trumbull County 
C1O Council. It is with deep regret that I do this, but the leaders of the council 
have made me feel that this position is interfering with my duty as an American 
citizen. 

I have been diligent in my work for the American workman, and now I am 
told that this work is but to be secondary to the political campaign to purge 
Senator Robert A. Taft from office. I have been told that all of our efforts, our 
funds, and our resources are to be expended to defeat Taft for reelection. I do 
not believe that this is the purpose for which the CIO was created. The CIO was 
created for the equality and freedom of workmen. It was not created os a 
political party, nor was it created as a dictatorial policy to rule our every 
action in life. 

I have been a union workman for 32 years. I shall continue, as I have in the 
past, to work for all of the objectives, to increase the benefits of the workingmen, 
but I, as do thousands of other toilers, bittery resent this encroachment by the 
top CIO brass of the freedom of our choice at the polls, 

As a democratic organization, we of the rank and file of labor should have the 
freedom to make our own choice at the polls. 

Orto L. LYMAN. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 72” and will 
be found in the files of the subeommittee. ) 

There were other similar resignations. I offer in evidence a letter 
to the Richland County CIO Council, Mansfield, Ohio, dated October 
31, 1950, signed by Thompson Jackson, Mansfield. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 73° and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

I was surprised at the council’s action in withdrawing the honorary mem- 
bership bestowed on me by the council for the ‘“‘meritorious” service that I have 
rendered to my fellow union members. 

In your letter you state that the reason that this has come about is because 
I have become a member of the Labor League for Taft. You say that you feel 
that “public endorsement by a council member is a betrayal of CIO policy, 
especially by one who has been granted an honorary membership.” 

You state that this is against CIO. I know that there has never been a vote 
by the membership of the council endorsing this policy. It was my belief that 
every American union man as well as any other American has the right to make 
his own political decisions. 

As you can see, Mr. Jackson lost his honorary membership in the 
council because he became active in my behalf. 


HOW “VOLUNTARY” WERE THE UNION CONTRIBUTIONS 


The labor unions collec ted many so-called “voluntary contributions.” 

Just how “voluntary” were these contributions’ Although at these 
national meetings the volunt: iry nature of these contributions for 
political activity was stressed, actually wher it came to collecting the 
money strong-arm tactics and coercion were used. 

I received many letters of protest about this from individual mem- 
bers and their wives. These men and women objected strenuously to 
contributing to a political slush fund which might be used against can- 
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diates of their own party and whom they might be actively supporting. 


In many instances, I received letters from union members who a 
they had been forced to pay $1 or $2 to the unions against their will 
but that they were voluntarily sending me $1 for my campaign. 

In some cases PAC contribution were withheld from the worker's 
pay without their consent. Here is a letter I received in April 1950: 


DrAR SENATOR Tarr: I have been an admirer of your for years and have 
ilways voted the Republican ticket: Coming from the State of Vermont to 
Ohio in 1924, you can readily understand that. I am writing to you in regard 
to the PAC. My wife, * * * vorks for the S. Weitz Co., Cleveland, Ohio 
in their Lorain branch, and she belongs to the Amalgamated Clothing Workers 
of America; Cleveland address: 2227-80 Payne Avenue. They were asked t 
ijonate to the PAC, and she refused like so many others. 

She got her check today, April 14, 1950; and the PAC deducted out of her 
pay, through the 8. Weitz Co., $1 as they have done with the others who did 
not donate to the fund. Those that did not donate were assessed $1 for PAC, 
and those that did pay voluntarily had nothing deducted from their checks. I 
am forwarding in this letter the stub from her pay check, and you can see that 
they have deducted $1 from her check without her consent. If I interpret th 
law right, no one can assess any money for political activity, 

The trouble with most workers is they grumble about these things and neve 
write their Senators or Congression about them 1 thought I would write ft 
you and see if the CIO can get away with this sort of thing. No wonder they 
want to beat you for election and defeat the Taft-Hartley law. 

I am your sincerely, 


(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 74” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

This man attached the payroll stub which shows a deduction of $1 
for PAC—a deduction made over the worker’s explicit protest. 

There is attached a copy of her membership card in the union. 

This practice, of course, is wholly unlawful. That is illegal. 

Senator GILLeTrr. Senator Taft, I just wanted to ask you if the 
eX hibit you are now placing in the record carried non f cts that you 
just stated ¢ 

Senator Tarr. That is right. This is the letter. I have eliminated 
the signatures. I did not want to get the person into trouble: but. if 
it goes to a court, of course, they would be subject to eall. 

Senator Gutterre. That is so clearly a violation that I wanted 
be sure. 

Senator Tarr. This practice, of course, is wholly unlawful. 

You will note that the union membership card is of the Cleveland 
Joint Board of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America and 
s signed by B. Peppercorn, manager. I understand that Mr. Peppet 
corn is to be a witness before this committee, and I hope this commit 
tee gives him an opportunity to explain this extraordinary procedure. 


OTHER VIOLENCH 


\ series of incidents can:describe the violence that entered into 
the campaign. A Taft supporter was an n unconscious in Dayton. 
I have already referred to the beating in Youngstown. <A roc k was 
hrown through the windshield of an calameanld bearing a Taft 
sticker in Hamilton County; air was let out of tires at Taft rallies, 
and in the town of Waynesburg someone hit me with hard tomato. 

He did not do any damage. They never could catch the fellow. He 
Was an expert. 
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I present to the committee two photographs showing how my bill- 
boards were defaced and torn down. This vandalism was widespread, 
but we were unable to establish responsibility for it. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits 75 and 
76” and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

I cannot charge that it was done intentionally by the CIO, or others. 

Senator Gitterre. Does any member of the committee have a ques- 
tion they want to ask on this section ¢ 

Senator Smirn of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that we 
might have a photostat of that last exhibit so that slip could be erased 
or steamed off, if that is in keeping with the procedure. 

Senator Gituterre. I think there would be no objection to that, and 
it is so ordered. 

Senator Tarr. I take it the committee will undertake to protect the 
employees ¢ 

Senator Gituerre. Are there any questions? 

All right, ‘gee with section 6. 

From the beginning the C1O-P a literature put great stress on 
and appeal to farmers. This has been the technique of the Com- 
munists and CIO from the beginning, to build up a farmer-labor 
front against the rest of the people. ‘They have been notoriously 
unsuccessful with the American farmer, but they made a determined 
effort in Ohio. 

I think they were notoriously unsuccessful there because I carried 
S4 out of 88 counties, and the majority in the rural counties was 
larger certainly than it had ever been before. 

We had invited most of the leading farmers of Ohio to go on my 
farm committee, and many of them had accepted. 1 held a number 
of meetings with them, and they made recommendations as to my 
farm policy, which I followed in most cases. 

In imitation of that committee, my opponents formed a committee 

alled the Farmers for Ferguson Committee, but only one er two 
af the members were known at all in agricultural circles. This com- 

iittee distributed three editions of a tabloid newspaper which were 
ceniiell to every rural box holder in the State of Ohio, a total dis- 
tribution of 400,000 for each edition. I offer these tabloids in 
evidence. 

We only have two here. I haven't been able to find a third, but 
three of them were issued. 

The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits 77 and 
78” for identification and will be found in the files of the subcom- 
mittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. It is clear that they were also prepared by the CIO 
Political Action Committee, because they used all of the material 
in the black book relating to agriculture, and no farmer ever wrote 
the stories or the arguments 

We were obliged, however, to prepare a pamphlet in reply and 
make one m: viling to every rural box holder so that the charges made 
wee [not go unanswered, My impression is that no votes were made 
by the CIO pamphlet and that it was recognized by the farmers for 
what it was. 

This is the farm pamphlet which was put in instead. My im- 
pression is—I don’t remember what we thought it cost, but I think 
we figured it cost about S10.000, each of these things cost S$10.000 
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that they distributed. They announced the “vy were going to distribute 
six of them, but then they actually only di stributed three. I think 
they ran out of money or something. 

Senator Gitterre. May I interrupt you again to ask you with refer- 
ence to this distribution by the Farmers for Ferguson Committee to 
every rural box holder and then the mailing of your reply to every 
rural box holder, were those mailed in the ordinary course of maili ing 
by dropping the document in the mailing box or slot 

Senator Tarr. My understanding is that you can do that by whole- 
sale. You just t de liver to the pos st office a certain amount and Say, 

“We want this delivered to every rural mail box in such and such 
county, or every rural mail box in Ohio, or within the jurisdiction 
of that post office,” and then they are delivered. 

Senator Hi NNINGS, They don't have to be addressed. 


Senator Tarr. What the cost is ow don’t know. There is no address. 
They are just stuck in every box. 
enator GitteTre. They are distributed by sending them in a block 


ona rural route and ph iced in the ree Ipient’s mail box. 

Senator Tarr. Yes. 

[ would like to offer the statement prepared by my committee 
exposing the lies contained in the CIO farm t abloid. One of these 
statements bears mention here as illustrative. 

Here’s what the PAC said: 

In the spring of 1949, when it became obvious that the problem of storing 
grain would be acute, representatives of the Farm Bureau went to Washington 
to see what could be done about Commodity Credit Corporation providing more 
storage * * * they naturally sought Senator Taft’s support of their idea 
* * * But when the measure came to a vote, on May 26, 1949, Taft voted 
against it. 

What E. F. Rittenour said-—-November 22, 1949, at Hamilton: 
Everett F. Rittenour, president of the Ohio Farm Bureau Federation, 
made this statement: 

Ohio farmers have been concerned over the seriousness of the grain-storage 
problem. They are grateful to Senator Taft for the amendment to the Farm 
Credit Act which he succeeded in having included in the new Federal farm 
program in the closing days of the first session of the Highty-first Congress. He 
has made a real contribution to the ability of American farmers and their 
cooperative associations to conserve food at no cost to the taxpayer. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 79” 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Gitterre. Are there any questions on section VI that has 
just been read? Senator Smith? 

Senator SmirH. No questions. 

Senator Gitterrr. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennines. No questions. 

Senator GILLerre. Senator Monroney / 

Senator Monronry. No questions. 

Senator GiuLerrr. Counsel Moore ? 

Mr. Moorr. No questions. 

Senator Tarr. I am almost through, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterre. All right. Proceed, Senator. 

Senator Tarr. ] have no way of determining the exact amount of 
money that was spent against me in this campaign. I seriously doubt 
that this committee could discover the true facts. It must be ev ident, 
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however, that a substantial portion of the huge slush fund of millions 
raised throughout the United States by the union committees was 
spent for the Ohio campaign, directly or indirectly. 

But how are we to judge the true cost of sending out-of-State union 
organizers into Ohio, of scheduling their 1950 national couventions in 
Ohio, of finance ing speaking appearances of union spokesmen, Cabinet 
officers, and high administration officials? How do we measure the 
cost of printing and distributing union publications, handbills, and 
other literature; of union radio programs? What about the salaries 
of union officials who spent their time getting their membership regis- 
tered, driving them to the polls on election day, and acting as poll 
watchers / 

Let’s take a few examples which are subject to some degree of cost 
estimation. 

The Edwards broadcasts: 

One of the most persistent ‘transmission belts of the CIO propa- 
ganda line was the high-priced AFL radio propagandist, Frank Ed- 
wards. This man, who fancies himself a hatchetman, has a program 
over the Mutual network heard five nights a week. I was singled out 
asa special target by him night after night. 

This one program alone—which I am sure you will not find in any 
list of Ohio campaign expenditures—cost $750,000 a year for time, 
according to George Meany, secretary-treasurer of Labor's League for 
Political Education. This was reported on October 10, 1949, in the 
League Reporter—which I now offer. 

Str. Paut.—George Meany, secretary-treasurer of Labor’s League for Political 
Education, reported to the league’s national committee that participating unions 
contributed $582,654 to LLPE since December 1, 1948. 

Meany also said the American Federation of Labor plans to sponsor a 15- 
minute news commentary next year over 147 stations of the Mutual Broadcasting 
System. The program will begin January 1. 

He said 40 percent of the $750,000 cost will be borne by LLPE, the remainder 
by the AFL. 

In adition to this cost, there were other charges for research, travel, 
salaries, and production items. 

A substantial portion of Edwards’ programs during 1950 were de- 
voted to attacks on me. That information can be verified by the com- 
mittee’s staff through Radio Reports, Inc., 220 East Forty-second 
Street, New York, which transcribed his programs. 

(The document above refered to was marked “Exhibit No. 80" for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. If there is any doubt about the purpose of these 
broadcasts, I call the committee’s attention to a news item in the 
Cleveland Press, December 9, 1949, reporting, the labor editor says: 

On January 2, the American Federation of Labor will begin a Nation-wide radio 


program as part of its campaiga to defeat Senator Robert A. Taft in his bid for 
reelection next year. 


I offer this story in evidence. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 81,” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Senator Tarr. My opposition spent large sums on a registration 
drive in which union members were paid $1 a head for every voter 
they could register. In other cases, contests offering valuable prizes 
were conducted for registration. I offer this announcement of one 
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such contest offering cash and prizes so the committee can see how this 
costly plan operated. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 82” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Senator Tarr. This is the general program: 

Attention: CIO members, the Butler County Industrial Union Council, CIO, is 
sponsoring a first-class citizen’s contest. Your union believes a first-class citizen 
is one who is registered to vote in every election, Register and vote. $300 
valuable prizes given. First price: $200 United States savings bonds given by 
the CIO Industrial Union Council. * * * 

Every CIO member whose local union is affiliated with the CLO Industrial 
Union Council is entered in the contest. 

Drawing will be held Saturday, September 30, 2 p. m., at CIO headquarters, 
Third and Vine Streets 

Register—you may win. 

Between now and the close of registration on September 27, 1950, by getting 
members of Local Union 233, CAW-CIO, and members of their immediate families 
re gistered to vote, you W ill be paid as follows: 

One to fifteen persons you get to register * * * 50 cents per person. 

Sixteen to twenty-five persons you get to register * * 75 cents per person 
*. 


Twenty-six or more persons you get to register * $1 per person. 


A $20 bonus will be awarded to the union member who gets the highest number 
of persons above 26 to registel 

| don’t know whether vou will find ay financial report from the 
Butler County Industrial Union Council, but 1 doubt it. 

Watchers were paid $15 a day and unions advertised for such 
watchers. Busses were used to transport union members to registra 
tion and polling places. All sorts of promotional stunts were used 
all costing money. 

| respect fully suge@est to the committee that during the progress of 
this hearing it determine the total cost of the following major items, 
which are only a few of the expenses involved in my opposition’s 
campaign, and then see whether they are covered by any conceivable 
description in the expenses filed by the opposition committees. 

1. Research, preparing, printing, and distribution of CLO-PAC 
handbook The Record of Rebert Alphonso Taft (brown book). 

2. Editing and printing and distribution of CLO-PAC handbook 
( black book Fs 

3. Research, preparing, printing, and distribution of Speakers 
Handbook (white book). 

4. Artists’ fees, authors’ fees, printing, and distribution of comic 
book, 

5. Preparation, printing, and mailing costs of the various farm 
hewspaper mailings to all rural box holders in Ohio. 

6. Cost of Ferguson buttons. 

¢. Printing and distribution of four-page newspaper the Record 
by Citizens Committee for Ferguson, and cost of distribution. 

8. Printing and distribution of four-page folder, Independent Com- 
ment, issued by Citizens Committee for Ferguson. 

9% Printing and distribution of four page folder, They Look To 
You, issued by Ohio CLO-PAC, 

10. Printing and distribution of four-page folder, the Taft Record. 
issued by Citizens Committee for Ferguson. 

11. Printing and distribution of Look at the Record, Here is Your 
Score Sheet, issued by Veterans for Ferguson Committee. 

— 12. Printing and distribution of eight page folder, Lest We Forget, 
issued by Citizens Committee for Ferguson. 
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Printing and distribution of pamphlet, Meet Your Next United 
States Senator, issued by Joseph T. Ferguson for United States 
Senator. 

Printing and distribution of the revised edition of No. 13 above. 

Printing and distribution of pamphlet, Facts, issued by Car- 
penters Union. 

16. Printing and distribution of pamphlet, Mr. and Mrs. Public, 
issued by Hotel and Restaurant Workers. 

17. Printing and distribution of His Record is Against Him, issued 
by Citizens Committee for Ferguson. 

ls. Printing and distirbution of pamphetl, Get Out the Vote, issued 
by AFL League. 

19. Printing and distribution of magazine special edition for use 
by Caterers’ Union. 

20. Mimeogr: aphing and distribution of handbills distributed 
plant gates and various CIO and AFL local unions in Ohio. 

21. Cost of novelty materails, such as fingernail files, matches, rub- 
ber money, et cetera. 

22. Cost of newspaper advertising in most city and town newspapers 
throughout Ohio. 

Cost of billboards, posters, banners, and signs. 

Postage and distribution costs. 

25, Cost of ten 15-minute Tuesday night radio programs by Joseph 
I’. Ferguson. 

26. Cost of radio spot announcements (20 spot per day). 

27. Cost of Ohio CLO Council radio department programs. 

28. Cost of Guy Nunn and other labor union speakers and radio 
programs. 

29. Cost of 143 canned radio programs. 

30. Cost of the 2,062 platters for radio. 

31. Cost of 58 sound tapes for radio. 

32. Cost of the Ferguson and Henry M. Busch television program. 
33. Cost of personnel, travel, te ‘lephone and telegraph, sound trucks, 
numerous headquarters, bands, busses, printing, mimeographing, et 
cete - 

Cost of Frank Edwards’ broadcasts. 

T . cost of the Ohio CIO council radio department programs—the 
CIO Council of course claims they are a labor union and not con- 
ducting political propaganda, but if their educational propaganda 
were not political, I don’t know what it was. 

The CIO got out a series of radio programs which were distributed 
to radio stations and often used. If they were using one of mine, they 
would use one of theirs. 

When these items have been determined and some modest estimate 
be assigned to all other expenditures by my opposition, I am sure that 
the committee can find that for every one dollar spent in my behalf 
by my supporters, my Opponents spent three. 

[ am not counting this State committee operation, but I am counting 
in their case the material that they used directly and indirectly against 
me for the senatorial campaign in Ohio from all the United States. 

I have only to say finally that this kind of a campaign is a very— 
if it can be developed, it becomes a very dangerous development in 
American political history. 
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If an organization can go out with this kind of campaign and suc- 
ceed, then I think we have vot to a point where democ racy won't last 
very long and where you are going to have special group organizations 
dominating the entire political picture. 

There is one matter which is encouraging in this case, and that is to 
a certain extent if the campaign is overdone, as this c: impaign was 
overdone, it reacts against itself. But a more skillful campaign, not 
quite so blatant and with not quite so much advertising of this kind, 
might have been very successful; and I do think there ought to be some 
way in which we can try to stop direct lying in political campaigns 
and political literature. ‘That is the reason I made the suggestions 
to the committee. 

It is necessary, and I think it was necessary in this case, to meet that 
kind of campaign, that you organize extensively and spend a fair 
amount of money. If you are really up against that kind of cam 
paign, you have no choice if you want to reach the peop le except to 
try to reach 5,000,000 possible vote rs, and that is expensive. I don’t 
care how you do it. 

Ten cents a voter is $500,000, Ten cents a voter is a very small sum 
to try to get at the American people, who live large be at home and don’t 
listen to radio programs, many of whom can only be reached by litera 
ture and by organizing groups to try to go out and interest them. 

So if you are going to. in modern tec hnique, if you are going to have 
to meet this kind of organization on our side against labor, | suppose 
the other people Can Say if you are frolng to meet some business organ 
ization doing the same thing. it does seem to me that t vou have to be 
very careful not to limit the legitimate expenditure of money by any 
arbitrary sum, providing it is spent for legitimate purposes and lite1 
ature an id campaigns that can ge defende ad. 

So that I think in putting your total limits it should be based on the 
number of voters, if there is to be limits, and that it ought to be reason 
ably liberal. 

To conduct a complete campaign I think our reports are as good 
reports as you will find. von will find that ever vthing is reported, anc 
conscientiously reported. 

| believe that it is hecessary to permit people who voluntar ly want 


to contribute eee and there are certain thir os, we have the wide 

basis of finaneial support that anvbody has ever had—to Sp nd enough 

money to do the ‘ob. whatever that 10 bh ought to be, ought to cost 
Senator GILLETTE. Senator Smith, do you have a Vv questions? 


Senator SmMiru. No questions. 

Senator GItLerre. Senator Hennines ? 

Senator HENNINGS. I have no questions. 

Senator Gitterre. Senator Monroney ? 

Senator Monronry. Was there more than one edition of this Com- 
munism, Enemy of Liberty published or was that the first one pub 
lished by your organization ? 

Senator Tarr. I don’t think very much—is that in English or in 
Polish / ; 

Senator Monroney. It is in English. 

Senator Tarr. We got. it out—there is an edition in Polish. and it 
was gotten out—I think the speech itself—is taken from the speech | 
made before the Polish-American Alliance or Polish Milit: iry, Polish 
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American Military Legion or something of that sort, and we had it 
printed particularly for the Poles. 

I don’t think we printed a very large edition in English, as 1 re- 
member. 

Senator Monroney. I was just wondering. It had the same con- 
text asthis’ There was no change? 

Senator Tarr. That is right. This was in substance the speech 
that I made to the Poles, and we didn’t have any general distribution 
of it. We may have printed it in English to distribute to the nation- 
ality groups. I think it was sent to the Czechs and other groups in 
Cleveland. 

Senator Monroney. I still go back to what we were talking about 
this morning, and it wouldn’t be properly chargeable to allocate the 
full cost of the Edwards Broadcasts to the State of Ohio, since it 
was in 48 States; is that right ¢ 

Senator Tarr. I wouldn't charge the whole cost to it, but I only 
maintain that it was undertaken largely to beat me, as part of Mr. 
Green’s basic campi aign, and that it was so used and that the examina- 
tion of it will show that it was so used and it was just as effective as 
if it were done right in Ohio by an Ohio campaign committee—in fact, 
more so. 

Senator Monronry. But the broadcast is still being conducted, as 
I understand it? 

Senator Tarr. Yes; and he is still attacking me nearly every day. 

Senator Monroney. Maybe the 48-State proposition will pay off 
this time. 

You infer here that the salaries of the officials of the labor unions 
should be properly chargeable as a campaign contribution and cam- 
paign expenditure. Wouldn’t it be just as likely to charge up the 
salaries of corporation executives and for others who work on the 
other side / 

Senator Tarr. I think that is true, if they work their full time, yes; 
but these union officers in Ohio were used for nothing but this during 
the campaign. That was their whole campaign. They spent their 
time calling up every union member to get him to register. 

There were the distributing centers. They were the headquarters. 
They were for all practical purposes the Democratic headquarters. 

Senator Monronry. Your position is their salaries would be prop- 
erly chargeable to campaign expenditures ¢ 


Senator Tarr. Yes; whether legally they are chargeable, I don’t 
know. If you want to figure out how much was spent, you can’t ignore 
the fact that the whole force of these unions was turned in. "They 


even went on election day, they couldn’t get workers sonmuniins peo- 
ple didn’t want to work, even, if they got them at $15 a day, I don’t 
think they would have been any good as watchers at the polls, but they 
did send into the Cincinnati the union office employees from Indian- 
apolis and from Kentucky as watchers of the polls in Ohio, transferred 
their offices over there. 

Fortunately, we found that under the Ohio law you have to 
be a resident of Ohio to watch, so they weren’t able to get. in, but they 
drafted union employees, office employ ees, from other States. 

Senator Monroney. In that item 29 on the next to last page or, 

rather, the last page, where you mention 143 canned radio programs— 
were those all stric tly political programs? 
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Senator Tarr. Were they ail what? 

Senator Monroney. Strictly political programs. 

Senator Tarr. I don’t know. I noticed that. It was handed to me, 
and I remember a number of them, and I remember talking to radio 
stations about them, but the 145, T will have to get other evidence to 
support. I don’t know where that figure came from. 

Senator Monroney. And the 20 spots a day—were they strictly 
political ¢ 

Senator Tarr. They were political; ves. 

Senator Monroney. I believe that is all I have. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterrer. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. It is correct, is it not, that you had perhaps many hun- 
dreds of volunteer workers, apropos of your reference to paid watch- 

, et cetera ? 

Senator Tarr, That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Do you think, Senator, thet the assistance rendered by 
volunteers is somethine that should be appraised in some way from 
the point of view of a contribution ? 

Senator Tarr. I don’t see how you can do that very well; no. My 

campaign manager will testify here, he volunteered his own work. I 
cuess he took time away from his business, but I think that is a differ- 
ent thing from being assigned as part of your duty as a union chief 
to do this job. 

Some of these letters protested against the CIO being used, the CIO 
iiself, as a political instrument when it was intended to be an economic 
instrument; and if a corporation assigned a man and said, “Here, we 
turn over his services to you,” IT assume that would be counted. His 
time should be counted. 

But a man who chooses to take his own time and go out and work 
at night, and so forth, I don’t see how vou can count that service. 

Mr. Moore. You think for the same reason it is impractical to 
count such things as parties that may be given by social bodies, by 
friends, and that kind of thing ? 

Senator Tarr. I think that is a minor matter. If somebody throws 
a big $500 dinner, that should be counted. That is a matter of de 
minimis. We have political teas in Cincinnati. I don’t know whether 
we did in this eampaign, but we did during the local campaign. I 
don’t suppose that the lady who gave the political tea ever re- 
turned—— 

Mr. Moore. A political tea can run, can it not, to as much as $500? 

Senator Tarr. That wasn’t the kind of tea I was referring to, ladies 
giving teas in their own houses. In Ohio this would not only be 
reportable, it would be illegal, because the Ohio law doesn’t permit 
the expenditure of money fer food and drink. That is an illegal 
expenditure altogether. 

Senator Monronry. You mean you can’t have barbecues in Ohio? 

Senator Tarr. You better not return it or you go to jail. 

Senator Smrru. Do you mean you can’t have a baked-bean dinner 
in Ohio? 

Senator Tarr. You will have to pay for it, each fellow has to 
pay for his own. You can’t give a free meal under the Ohio law. 

Senator GILLerre. Senator Hennings? 

Mr. Moore. I have a few more. 
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Senator Gituerre. Just let Senator Hennings interrupt you for a 
moment. 

Senator Hennines. Do I understand in your discussion of the 
activities of the CIO-PAC and the affiliated unions that you believe 
that politics and economics is divisible, and should be to that extent 
insofar as it related to the participation of the labor unions ? 

Senator Tarr. Yes, sir; that is what the Corrupt Practices Act 
does. It says you have to organize a separate group and get volun- 
tary contributions. It is a serious question as to whether they are 
voluntary contributions. 

We had a fellow before our labor committee last year. Somebody 
asked him, “How do you get this money for this CLO Political Ac- 
tion Committee,” or whatever it was, one of the political organizations. 

He said, “We get them through so-called voluntary contributions”, 
and then turned very red in the face. 

Senator Hennineés. Granting that technically—— 

Senator Tarr, It issupposed to be separate. 

Senator Hennine6s. Granting there is a technical separation, I be- 
lieve the CIO Political arm or Action Committee is known as the 
PAC, 

Senator Tarr. They try to raise their money voluntarily, and I have 
no doubt most of it is raised voluntarily outside of some cases where 
it seems to use rather strong-arm methods. 

Senator Hennines. In effect, according to their view of it, they 
are exercising their prerogative and a right within the economic 
compass of our system of government, are they not ¢ 

Senator Tarr. My view has always been-— 

Senator Hennines. Just as the NAM or the chambers of com- 
merce, or others might be equally 

Senator Tarr. The laboring man pays dues for the economic bene- 
fits the labor union gets for him. That is what he pays it for. He 
may be Republican or Democrat, he doesn’t pay it to them to go out 
and campaign on one side or the other. That is the theory of the 
Corrupt Practices Act in requiring separation of political activities 
from others. 

Senator Hennineos. But if it his belief that through the instru 
mentality of one party as against another the attainment of his econ- 
omic betterment may be best served-—-and there is no question about 
his right to organize in a subsidiary or collateral way, is there ¢ 

Senator Tarr. No: no question about that. He has a right to 
conduct—these committees have a right to conduct—we are dealing 
here rather with the methods used and the type of literature used in 
this particular campaign, which the committee was very much con- 
cerned about in Maryland, and it seems to me that in Ohio the methods 
were worse than the methods in Maryland. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moorr. Senator Taft, referring to your statement about the 
ratio of the expenditures being three to one as between your sup- 
porters and the supporters of your opponents, do you, sir, have any 
information at the present time as to how mic h money was reported 
at Columbus as expended by the opposition ? 

Senator Tarr. Only what I saw in the paper, $280,000, something 
like that. Well, you take this farm pamphlet. 
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They got out three and we got out one. You take the total amount 
of liter: ature put out, and I would say it was three to one. 

I don’t know in what field we exceeded them, in what field 
didn’t carry on an activity that was three times as creat. 

Mr. Moore. Is it not true, Senator, that the newspaper advertising 
in Ohio was perhaps a hundred percent pro-Taft 

Senator Tarr. We had no—we didn’t spent a cent for newspaper 
advertising. I was opposed to newspaper advertising as a me ghod of 
doing it. The only committee—I remember a dispute with the Toledo 
committee. The committee raised their own money and took the posl- 
tion that they would do as they pleased, and they ran a series of politi 
cal advertisements: but as a general proposition our committee di ia 
not want to spend any money on politic al advertisino—I was very 
much opposed to it—political advertising in newspapers 

Mr. Moorr. When you say three to one, you are referring to your 
general observations of the amount of literature / 


Senator Tarr. Yes: the amount of activity and of money spent, 
the extent of the radio programs, and that is what I was—I take it 


out of the air because | dlon’t ky Ow what these thines cost and I don’t 
think you do, and I think it will take quite an investigation to find 
out, if you are interested to know, just how much this thing really cost 
the unions. 

Mr. Moore. Referring to the sum of $500,000, reported as ear- 
marked for your campaign, and adding to that the sum of between 
100,000 and 200,000 reported by the State committees, making roughly 
a total of between S600,000 and $700,000, Is it your contention that 
there was expended on behalf of Mr. Ferguson a sum exceeding 
SY OOO 000 4 

Senator Tarr. Yes: against me and in behalf of Mr. re — 
more against me than in behalf of Mr. Ferguson, I should think that 
was a fair estimate. 

I take the whole extent of the campaign, as I saw it, it is a pure 
guess—a pure guess. I have no means of—— 

Mr. Moore. If the record—— 

Senator Tarr. I have listed the things that you can go through and 
see what happened to them. 

Mr. Moore. Senator, the record at Columbus indicated that ear- 
marked and reported for Mr. Ferguson was the sum of $98,000. 
You would not alter the statement you have just made; is that correct ¢ 

Senator Tarr. No: 1 wouldn't change the statement at all. I say 
this money was spent, it wasn’t reported. The Edward broadcast 
wasn't reported at all, that is obvious. Anything they did outside— 
do you know what this Black Book cost? Do you know how many 
people worked on it for how long here in W ashington? It must 
have been—they took every vote and tried to go through and analyze 
it that I cast for 1: } years, for 11 vears rather, and how much research 
was done on it, I have no means of saying, but 1 would think it was 
a pretty expensive job. 

That is the basis for the whole thing. That was done, you may say, 
before the political campaign began and you don’t count it perhaps. 
But I am saving in the grand total of what was spent—Mr. Green, 
incidentally, said he was going to spend that. He was going to raise 
15 million, and Ohio is the big target. ] see no reason why he didn't— 
why you think he fell down on his job. He hasn’t admitted it. 
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Mr. Moore. Getting down to—— 

Senator Tarr. That is just the AFL, to say nothing of the CIO. 

Mr. Moore. To specific items of expense, Senator, “LT wonder if this 
series of some seven or eight advertisements from Ohio newspapers 
bearing the caption “Political advertisement” would indicate 

Senator Tarr. I don’t think I have seen it. This seems to have 
been gotten up by one of the local committees. They are all in the 
same local paper in Marietta, Ohio, which is a comparatively small 
community. Evidently they chose to advertise, chose to spend their 
money in advertising, but it wasn’t—if so, it was their local choice, 
and I don’t suppose the Marietta Times is very expensive. 

In Toledo they used it because they used it contrary to our advice. 

Mr. Moore. That is an advertisement appearing in the Zanesville 
Signal, I believe. 

Senator Tarr. Yes; some volunteer got that up on his own. It was 
called to my attention at the time and I suggested that we do not do it. 

Incidentally, it violated the law. This was not only put in without 
our approval, but it violates Ohio law because it did not have a name 
on it. 

It says, “Paid for by a nonpartisan group of southeastern Ohio’s 
patriotic citizens.” 

Mr. Gradison can tell you whether he kicked about it when he 
comes on the stand, but I think he did, very much. 

I would not say, again, that an advertisement in the Zanesville paper 
was particularly expensive. 

Mr. Moore. Apropos of that we have a series of advertisement also 
appearing in the Republican Courier of Findlay, Ohio, which appear 
not to have been reported in Columbus. ‘These are also paid political 
advertisements. 

Senator Tarr. Again, I say we did not pay for these. 

[ suppose it is again a local committee. Those committees were free 
to spend whatever they wanted to. They collected their own money 
locally for the most part. Where we had any control, we did not use 
newspaper advertising, as I said. 

Senator Hennines. What we have just seen is indicative of some 
of the difficulties this committee is going to run into in trying to draft 
a law to control statements, either printed or oral statements made by 
campaign speakers, or campaign lierature, some of which may or may 
not be done with the authori ity of the candidate or his committee, and 
over which the candidate may have no control and which he may even 
repudiate, as indicative, Senator, of some of the problem that con- 
fronts us in the job we are trying to do here, which you are helping 
us to try to do this afternoon. 

Senator Tarr. We advised them not to use their money for news- 
paper advertising, because I was convinced that if you are going to 
spend any money, you better spend it on promoting organizations in 
different groups to get people interested. 

The big problem that we have today is to get people to vote. As I 
say, there are five million potential voters in Ohio and in an off year 
election I don’t think we ever voted over 2.5 million or 2.6 million. 

In the biggest election we ever had, it was 3.3 million. The great 
problem is how do you interest the other 2.5 million people. That is 
the expensive proposition. 
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I do not think personally you get them through advertisement. That 
is why I was not in favor of newspaper advertising. It seems to me 
you g get them out more through organization. 

We did get to the polls 400,000 more people than had ever been 
there before in an off- year election. We voted about 2.9 million instead 
of 2.5 million. 

I do not think it was accomplished or assisted any to have news- 
mal ads, and insofar as persuasion is concerned, I do not think a 
newspaper ad persuades anyone one way or the other. I oppose news- 
paper advertising as a method of political campaigning. 

Mr. Moore. In that connection, too, it is impossible to control the 
actions of private individuals who may wish to insert an ad in the 
newspaper. 

I wish to add to the exlubit a paid advertise nye appearing in the 
Dayton Daily News, Sunday, November 5, 1950, by L. M. Berry, of 
Dayton, Ohio. 

Senator Tarr. I know Mr. Berry. He is a supporter of mine, but 
he is an individualist. 

I never have seen this. 

Of course, this ad has nothing to do with my campaign, except for 
the time stated. These are Mr. Berry’s theories on foreign policy. 

Mr. Moore. I would like very much to have these papers which we 
have offered marked for identification as exhibit 83. I think that is 
the next exhibit number following Senator Taft’s last exhibit. 

Senator Gitterre. That will be done. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 83° and will be 
found in the files of the committee. ) 

Mr. Moore. I would like to have marked for identification exhibit 
84, Senator Taft's filings with the Secretary of the Senate, and with 
the office of the secretary of state in Columbus, Ohio, if there is no 
objection. 

Senator Tarr. Those are my individual filings ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Senator Gitterre. Those are photostatic files / 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Senator Gittetre. That will be done. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 84° and will be 
found in the files of the committee.) 

Mr. Moore. 1 would like also to have marked as exhibit 85, photo- 
static copies of the various statements of receipts and expenditures on 
file in the office of the secretary of state at Columbus, Ohio, indicating 
receipts and expenditures on behalf of Senator Taft’s committees 
and other Republican organizations. They are rather large in number 
and I do not believe it would be possible to take the time of the com 
mittee to identify each one individually. 

Senator Gitterrr. Do these pertain to the senatorial campaign / 

Mr. Moore. They all pertain to the senatorial campaign. 

Senator Gitterre. That will be done. 

(The documents referred to are marked “Exhibit 85° and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. That Berry ad does not mention the campaign. It 
refers to President Truman's foreign policy. Ex epting that it was 
published 2 days before election, I would not think it was an election 
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ad at all, but I suppose the idea was to influence the election, for that 
matter. 

Mr. Moore. I would like to add as item C to Senator Taft’s exhibit 
22, a copy of a publication entitled “The Record,” sponsored by the 
Citizens Committee for Ferguson and bearing the date November 25, 
1950, which also carries the picture referred to by Senator Taft, s show- 
ing him with Mr. Browder and others. 

Senator Gitterre. That will also be made a part of the record. 

Mr. Moore. And bearing the caption “Senator McCarthy’s warning 
recalled.” 

Senator Gitterre. That will be done. 

(The document above referred to is marked “Item C to Exhibit 22” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. One final item as exhibit 86, a letter on the letterhead 
~ Herschel C. Atkinson, 820 Huntington Bank Building, Columbus 

. Ohio, attached to which are a series of summaries of anti-Taft 
i terature, and this too appears, Senator Taft, not to have been in 
Columbus, inasmuch as it is apparently prepared by Mr. Atkinson 
at his own expense, and not by any committee. 

Senator Tarr. This is a letter he wrote. 

Senator Gitterre. Without objection, that will be made part of 
the record. 

(The document above referred to is marked “Exhibit 86” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Giiuterre. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Moore. Just one final item, Mr. Chairman. I would like at 
this time also to offer as exhibit 87 summaries prepared by the staff 
entitled, respectively : 

“Taft for Senator Committees, Reports Filed With the Secretary of 
State, Columbus, Ohio, Showing Total Contributions of $512,326.98.” 

‘A Summary of Financial Tabul: itions of Committees on Behalf of 
Taft, Showing Total Receipts of $ 31,804,182.88.’ 

Senator Tarr. Wait a minute. “On behalf of Taft”? What do 
vou mean? “Taft ‘and others’,’ you mean. 

Mr. Moore. “Bearing the notation ‘earmarked and not earmarked’.” 
You are quite correct, Senator. “For Senator Taft ‘and others.’ ” 

The third being a financial tabulation of Republican committees, 
being the Republican State Central and Executive Committee, show- 
ing receipts of $487,535, and the Ohio Republican Finance Committee 
showing receipts of $1,231,176.90 and I would like the record to indicate 
that copies of these have been submitted already to Mr. Gradison, 
Senator Taft’s campaign manager. 

Senator Gitierrr. These were made by members of our staff? 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Senator Gritterre. You want them incorporated in the hearings? 

Mr. Moore. I would like to have them marked as exhibit 87. 

Senator Giterre. It is so ordered. 

(The documents above referred to are marked “Exhibit 87” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Tarr. I think for the information of the committee and 
the public we ought to state what they say. What this shows is that 
the Ohio Republican Finance C ommittee collected $1,231,000 and 
the State Central Committee $67,000 of its own. or a total of $1.300,- 
000. Of that, $31,000 went directly to State candidates other than 


' 
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the Governor: $64,000 went to the Governor; $101,800 to congres 

sional candidates; $28,000 to the Republican National Congressional 
Campaign Committee here in Washington ; $26,000 to the Republican 
National Senatorial Campaign Committee here in Washington; 

$370,000 plus $67,000 or $430,000 was spent for the Re publican State 
Central and Executive Committee ; $8,000 to the Republican National 
Finance Committee: $542,000 went to various county committees 
throughout the State of Ohio: $30,000 for operating expenses of this 
committee, so that the whole thing is divided up very much, and so far 
as the money spent for me is concerned, I would say it has to come out 
of that $437,000 of the Republican State Central Committee. The 
portion of that to be allocated to me is dubious because they were 
conducting a general campaign for a lot of candidates, so that the 
over-all totals I don’t think mean a great deal as far as my campaign 
is concerned. 

Senator Gitterre. The tabulation as cited, of course, is the best 
evidence of what it contains and it will appear in the record with 
your comment. 
~ Is there anything further, Mr. Moore / 

Mr. Moore. On the basis of Senator Taft’s last statement, I would 
like the record to be clear. 

Am I correct in understanding vou to say, Senator Taft, that no 
portion of the funds under the heading “Republican State Central 
and Executive Committee” are properly allocable to your campaign 4 

Senator Tarr. Tsay anything you really want to charge to me hias 
to come out of that. Some port lon of that \\ ould he prope rly allocate d 
tome. ‘Thirty-five thousand dollars, 1 understand, was directly spent 
Onl me inthe cy programs and the rest of it I asstime l would hh: ive my 
share of whatever the total expenditure was, but when we have a 
separate campaign to finance like mine and we are more likely to 
have the State and county committees coming to us for additional 
assistance out of our funds than our going to them and asking them 
todo anything particularly for Taft. 

Of course. the county ballot had on it in Ohio. 1 suppose, 50 candi 
dates in Hamilton County for the offices that were covered here; a 
total of 500 through the whole State. 

We have eight cities in Ohio where the county population is ove1 
200,000, so you see the volume of expenditure in each one of those 
cities by the county committee. 

Senator Smrru of Maine. I was interested in Senator Taft’s refer 
ence to the tactics of the Ohio campaign being worse than the tactics 
in the Maryland campaign. 

As I remember, there were several Republican Senators who made 
that statement on and off the floor since the committee was sitting 
in the hearings on the Maryland campaign. 

I liave here a copy of the League Reporter dated March 13, with 
a picture story on the back page, “Have you got your registration drive 
ready?” showing a school child. The wording is, “Get your wives 
to help you. They will be glad to and you know what a good job 


they can do. Also give registration pamphlets to schools so children 
can bring the material home for their parents.” 
You did a good deal of visiting of schools, Senator. Did vou talk 


politics while vou were there / 
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Senator Tarr. I usually spoke on constitutional subjects, and par- 
ticularly on the duty to vote, and so forth. 

In colleges I made a straight political speech, and I spoke, I suppose, 
in 20 colleges in Ohio. We have about 40. I spoke in 20 or 25 
colleges. Those were usually political speeches with questions after- 
ward, 

[ spoke in high schools to some extent. I often spoke in a mixed 
group. 

In the rural parts of Ohio the schools are used for political meet- 
ings, generally. We turned the children loose, too, along with the 
adults. 

If the audience was made up entirely of children, I usually talked 
about the constitutional right to yote and the principles of the Ameri- 
can Constitution and the separation of the legislative, executive, 
and so forth. 

Senator SmiryH of Maine. Did you suggest that the children go home 
to the parents and tell them to register / 

Senator Tarr. I usually suggested in colleges and all that if they 
were not 21 themselves, they might at least get their parents to vote. 
I did not suggest which way they would vote. I suggested that every- 
body ought to vote. 

Senator SmMrru of Myine. That would be a poor way to persuade a 
parent to vote Republican, to send his child home to tell him. 

Senator Tarr. It is not a bad way to shame them into voting. If 
their children are interested, they are likely to feel a little more of 
the personal obligation to vote, when they see their children wonder- 
ing why they do not go and vote on election day. 

Senator Smirnu of Maine. In answer to Mr. Macy’s attack on me 
and Senator Hendrickson, I have a statement, if any of the press 
are interested, and all I have to say will be in the statement. 

Senator Tarr. May I say one thing? 

I do not want to appear again in answer to anything that*may be 
said, but I may like to file some statements. 

Senator Gitterre. We will be very glad to receive them. 

Senator Gitterre. We will be very glad to receive them. Senator 
Monroney / 

Senator Monronry. This morning, Senator Taft, you said that you 
thane probably one hundred or two hundred thousand dollars of 
the one million, two hundred and thirty-one thousand dollars spent 
by the Ohio Republican Finance Committee might be all that was 
properly chargeable to you. 

Senator Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. In the breakdown as we have analyzed it by 
our staff—— 

Senator Tarr. It seems almost less than that. 

Senator Monroney. I just wonder. I mean the direct expenditure 
is set apart there for your State candidates of $31,000, $101,800 for 
your congressional candidate— 

Senator Tarr. That is money given to those people to spend them- 
selves or their eeeneeaas to spend themselves. 

Senator Monronery. As they wished to spend. 

Senator Tarr. As aa wished to spend it. None of that could 

charged against me of course. 

Senator Monroney. No. 
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Senator Tarr. But the part that is kept, the four hundred and some 
thousand that was spent with the State committee was of course spent 
for six, seven, or eight State candidates and three judges. 

Well, I suppose 1 am properly chargeable with a tenth of that, 
whatever it may be of what they spent, what that committee spent. 

In the counties I might be charged with some part of what the 
county spent although I don’t think much in the case of the county 
committees. 

Senator Monroney. Do you think they would spend the majority 
of that money, which is almost $1 million left over after the direct 
allocations were made, that they would spend most of that money on 
the minor candidates ¢ 

Senator Tarr. No, there is no $1 million left over. The whole thing 
is allocated. 

Senator Monronry. Yes, but you have got $1,231,000 total receipts 
to allocate. Then you take out your allocations that were made di- 
rect to your congressional committees, your congressional candidates 
and gubernatorial candidates which only totals $224,000, which leaves 
$1 million unallocated. 

Senator Tarr. It is allocated there. It is allocated to the State 
central committee and to the county committees. 

Senator Monroney. That is right. 

Senator Tarr. That is where it went. 

Senator Monroney. That is $1 million that was left over to allocate 
to the county committee and the State committees for spending. 

Senator Tarr. Yes, about 900,000, whatever it is there. Now as to 
what can be charged against me from that State committee outside 
of what they spent directly for the TV, I say I was only 1 in 8 or 10 
people in whom they were primarily interested in electing. 

In the counties I was only one in—well, they elected a sheriff and 
an auditor I think in every county with very large patronage, and | 
find the county committees are a little more interested in sheriffs than 
they are in Senators mostly as a rule. 

Senator Monronry. Usually the funds don’t come out of the State 
committees. 

Senator Tarr. We had six judges running in Cincinnati, in Ham 
ilton County alone, and a common pleas judge in every other county. 

What proportion of the county money ought to be allocated I don’t 
know, but I don’t think a very large proportion. 

Senator Monroney. The reason I am asking this question is that 
it poses the $64 question in trying to get limitations on senatorial 
expe snditures : are you going to : allocate the ch: argeable funds / 

Senator Tarr. I don’t see how you can very well. I don’t know. 

Senator Monroney. But without it you can have absolutely no con- 
trol over what can be spent. They could spend $15 million if they 
could raise that perfectly legally by your State central committee 
device, whereas any limitation you place on wie Senator himself 
would be the only part that would be ch: er le, but if we are ever 
going to reach any limitation on what we can spend in a senatorial 
campaign, we have got to find some way of allocating your State 
central committee funds or we are just going to have a nullity in our 
election laws. 

Senator Tarr. Well, I have no suggestion to make. That is one 
of the difficulties. It is just like your 3 million limitation on national 
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committees. What do they do? Well, the State committees all run it. 

[ mean the money is channeled away from the national committee 
to the State committee so they don’t get away from the 3 million. 

Senator Monroney. But you do think it would be a aad idea some 
place down the line if the committee can, to put a limitation on the 
amount of money that can be spent in an election of Senators or 
Members of Congress or even the President, do you not ¢ 

Senator Tarr. I do,if you think it can be enforced. 

Senator Monroney. But it is foolish to have it if it is going to be 
as wide-open as the barn door. 

Senator Tarr. If it isa ere which can be easily evaded, you 
had better not have it all, because then the crooks will evade it and the 
other people will try to comply, and they are at a disadvantage. 

If you can get some way to be sure it w ill be enforced, why, I would 
be in favor of a limitation of some kind. 

Senator Monroney. But you don’t know any way you could allo- 
cate percentagewise as to the important jobs like Governor and Sena- 
tor receiving 50 to 60 percent of the total allocation and the other 40 
percent to the rest of the ticket, or some device of percentage allocation 4 

Senator Tarr. In the Pennsylvania primary last year, you know, 
each Republican candidate spent $800,000. 

Senator Monroney. That was a primary, but that would be charge- 
able to the primary organization, but in this case in most of the 
States you have got a State central committee that has absolutely no 
limitations whatsoever, and apparently no way of accounting for 
what was spent ina general election. 

Senator Tarr. That is right. 

Senator GiLLeTrr. Senator Taft, on behalf of the committee, we 
want to thank you for your courtesy and help, and I want to thank, 
on behalf of the committee, those who are here with us for following 
our admonition to be decorous and quiet. We appreciate it very much. 

The subcommittee will rise and meet again at 10 o’clock tomorrow 
morning, at which time Mr. Ferguson will be the first witness. 

(Whereupon, at 4:20 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, to recon- 
vene at 10.a.m., Tuesday, November 27, 1951.) 
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 1951 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THI 
Senate CoMMITTEE ON RuLES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, FP ey 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:05 a. m., 
in room 318. Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.. Senator Guy 
M. Gillette, chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senators Gillette, Monroney, Smith of Maine. and Her 
ninY’s. 

Also present: John P. Moore, chief counsel: Grace E. Johnson. 
chief clerk. 

Senator GILLErre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

The subcommittee meets today pursuant to its recess taken vestel 
day. The first witness scheduled for hearing today 1s Mr. Joseph 'T. 
Ferguson. 

Is Mr. Ferguson in the room ¢ 

Mr. Ferguson, you know the rule of the committee, that all witnesse- 
must be sworn. 

Mr. Ferauson. Yes, sir. 

Senator GinLerre. Do vou solemnly swear that the testimony you 
will give in the matter now in hearing before this committee shall be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Frrauson. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH T. FERGUSON, AUDITOR, STATE OF OHIO. 
ACCOMPANIED BY CLARENCE J. DOYLE, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY. 
STATE AUDITOR’S OFFICE, STATE OF OHIO 


Senator Gitterre. Mr. Ferguson, you were the Democratic candi 
date for Senator at the senatorial election in Ohio in the 1950 election / 

Mr. Fereuson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ginterre. Do you have a formal statement that vou have 
prepared for presentation ¢ 

Mr. Fereuson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ginterre. You Thay proceed, Mr. Ferguson, to read it, if 
vou care to do SO. 

Mr. Ferauson. Mr. Chairman and members of the Subcommittee or 
Privileges and Elections, | wonder if I might have permission to give 
my impressions and observations of this campaign as a matter of 
record. 


‘dé 
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Several days ago, I was asked by Mr. Moore to outline briefly those 
activities that I believed should be brought out and considered by this 
committee. 

The activities I listed for Mr. Moore included : 

|. Excessive expenditures reported made in behalf of Senator Taft 
in his campaign for reelection. 

The activities of individuals, organizations, and other groups, 
supporting Senator Taft, involving expenditures of considerable 
amounts of money, which were not reported as campaign expenditures, 
as required by law. 

3. Advertising and other activities designed to influence the out- 
come of the election, yet not required by law to be published. 

Senator Guerre. Will you let me interrupt you, Mr. Ferguson ? 

Mr. Frrcuson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. The rules of the committee are that pictures are 
to be taken before the witness starts and after the testimony is con- 
cluded. Because of the fact that vou gentlemen did not understand 
that, we will have a little interim here to allow you to take pictures, 
and not interrupt the witness. Will you take them just as rapidly as 
you can ¢ 

Mr. Frercuson. I believe it is now a well recognized fact that more 
than $5 million was spent in Senator Taft’s behalf. However, all of 
this campaign expense was not reported—and some of it was not re- 
quired by any laws to be reported. 

For instance, a total of only $2,122,832 was reported to the Secretary 
of State of Ohio as Taft and Republican committee expenditures. 

Of this amount, there were duplications—or double listings—-that 
amouted to $918477, which leaves $1,204,355 reported as actual ex- 
penses. 

However, it later came to light that a total of $703,154 was spent 
in Senator Taft’s behalf by county organizations and committees. Ac- 
cording to the law, these expenditures should have been filed with the 
secretary of state—but instead they were filed with county boards of 
elections. 

I might also state, too, that there were some county committees that 
did not file expenses anywhere. 

Then there was a full page newspaper advertising campaign, esti- 
mated to have cost $1,200,000, that was designed to influence the re- 
election of Senator Taft. 

[t was obvious that this expensive advertising camaign was designed 
especially for the senatorial election. It was started early in the cam- 
paign, with full-page ads running two and three times weekly in nearly 
all Ohio daily newspapers. ‘The ads ran right up to election day and 
then stopped. 

While these advertisements did not mention Taft’s name, they were 
the type of thing that had the effect of searing any voter to death who 
might be thinking of voting for the administration candidate. 

And I might say, too, that the committee’s staff has copies of these 
hewspapers with those advertisements. 

A great number of other Taft activities were also prominent, such 
as expensive printed literature, mailed out by individuals and groups, 
large newspaper advertisements supporting Senator Taft’s campaign, 
that were signed by corporations, financial institutions, and by the 
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Ohio and American Medical Associations. None of these expenditures 
were reported. 

In addition to this, I ran across instances of half holidays, with pay, 
given employees of various companies and refineries, that sponsored 
picnics for families of the workers, furnishing food and entertainment 
for Taft rallies in afternoons and evenings. 

None of these things were reported anywhere as Taft campaign 
expe hnses. 

I believe partic ular emphasis should be placed on the practice that 
just developed in this campaign, where large companies ran newspaper 
advertisements for Taft, over their names, ‘and charged the cost to their 
newspaper advertising accounts. Tran across many instances of this 
in my travels around Ohio during the campaign. 

This sort of thing amounted to the Government subsidizing part of 
Taft's ec amnpalgn. Under our present laws, advertising is considered 
an oper ation expense, and is deductible for tax purposes. The Gov- 
ernment was actually cheated out of tax money that was used for a 
political candidate. 

This is a new practice, that first came to my attention last year. It 
should be stopped with proper legislation. 

[I don’t believe in Government subsidy of any kind. And I certainly 
an bitterly opposed to the Government being forced to subsidize a 
candidate for public office. 

None of these activities I have just mentioned were reported as a 
Taft expenditure. However, I believe at least an additional $2,000,000 
was spent for these various things that were designed to aid Senator 
Taft eet votes. 

In reviewing these known and estimated expenditures, it is very 
obvious that a poor man—or even a person of moderate means—can- 
not afford to run for a high public office today. 

When approximately $5 million can be spent in behalf of one can 
didate, the principles of our democratic system and our American way 
of life become hopelessly abandoned. 

And T should like to point out that to have the support of labor such 
as | had in the senatorial campaign, seems to assure the opposition of 
huge financial support from antilabor forces. 

The contributions that labor unions are able to make for their can- 
didates are insignificant in comparison. 

Since no restrictions are placed on misleading and even libelous 
statements, it is becoming the practice in Ohio to place a candidate up 
for ridicule who has the support of labor. 

During the senatorial camp aign | was constantly begin referred to as 
a puppet. Newspaper editorials and cartoons pictured me as a Charley 
McCarthy on the knee of labor. And I would like to present to the 
committee some of these cartoons and editor ials. 

I am presenting here one from the Cincinnati Inquirer, one from the 
Cleveland Plain Dealer, the Akron Beacon-Journal, the Cleveland 
Press, and the Cleveland News, and J mp also say, too, that the 


a Tribune, which is circulated in Ohio, had many ridiculous 

‘artoons. If Mr. Taft was sunalaindade yesterday about s ‘urrilous 
liter: ture, he should fo and correct some of his own sup porte rs be fore 
he starts complaining. 

Mr. Moorr. May I interrupt a moment, Mr. Ferguson ? 

Mr. Ferauson. Yes, sir 








SO INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of Mr. Ferguson, may I sug- 
gest that this batch of clippings be incorporated in the record and 
marked for identification as exhibit No, 88 ¢ 

Senator Gutterre. Have they been identified ¢ 

Mr. Moore. They have been identified by the witness. 

Senator Gitterre. By the witness. But they have not been marked 
us exhibits? 

Mr. Moore. They have not been. 

Senator Girterre. They will be marked, then, as exhibit No. 88 
and made part of the record in this hearing. 

(The documents referred to above were marked “Exhibit No. 88” 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Ferguson. I believe this is as good a time as any to brand those 
insinuations as positively false. 

In my association with various labor groups—and their leaders-——I 
can honestly say that never, at any time, have they attempted to dic- 
tate to me or influence me in any way. 

My record in public office—I am the auditor for the State of Oluo 
for the past 15 years—is proof enough that no group ever dictates 
tome. I serve all the people of the State. I have done my best at all 
times for the taxpayers of Ohio—I have performed my duty as 1 saw 
it—and let the chips fall where they may. 

I certainly hope this hearing will bring out the need for legisla- 
tion that will prevent huge slush funds that permit the purchase of 
public office. 

There is no limit now as to the amount of money that can be spent 
in any one candidate’s behalf. Only the sources are limited. Candi- 
dates can get around this by having contributions made in other 
names. Numerous committees and groups are set up to fool the peo- 
ple. It seems that subterfuges are the order of the day. 

And the requirements for re porting campaign expenditures should 
certi ainly come in for serious consideration. For instance, Senator 
Taft reported personal expenditures of only $1,835 to Congress, ac- 
cording to the Congressional Quarterly. Yet we know that approxi- 
mately $5 million was spent in his campaign. 

i believe a great service could be rendered to our Nation if legis- 
lation were enacted not only limiting sources of campaign funds—but 
also limiting the total expenditures from all sources—that can be used 
in any one candidate's behalf. 

Senators, | have expressed some views here on the conduct of the 
campaign, and I have offered some recommendations, but I would like 
to add a few remarks regarding the testimony presented by Senator 
Taft yesterday. 

I noticed that great emphasis was placed by him on statements made 
in various newspaper editorials. 

As a matter of fact, a great deal of his testimony was based on news- 
paper editorials as evidence. He presented reprints of them to prove 
his points. 

I wonder just how much weight such evidence will carry with this 
committee. 

We all know that about 99 percent of the newspapers in Ohio were 
in Mr. Taft’s corner during the campaign. 'They were supporting 
him; it is only natural that they would try to defend him. 


. 





» 
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But to use statements of his supporters as evidence seems to me to 
be fantastic. 

In another part of Mr. Taft’s testimony he used a statement by his 
own campaign manager, Willis Gradison, to support his point. 

Could anyone call statements by his own manager, made in the heat 
of the campaign, sufficient evidence for anything’ ‘That seems 
ridiculous. 

A point I was also amused about in Mr. Taft’s testimony was hi 
statement that the regular Democratic organizations in the counties 
did not work for me to any great extent. 

That is partially true. They didn’t do too much in most cases, but 
they did for me all that could be done without money. 

(nyone in public office knows that it takes money to get workers out 
for any candidate. Mr. Taft knows that. He admitted vesterday 
that his committee sent a lot of money back to the counties for his 
campaign so that he could tie in with their local candidates. And that 
brings up another question. 

Mr. Taft said yesterday that a great deal of the money collected by 
his Committees was spent in behalf of other Repubhean candidates. 
| wish to eall the committee’s attention to the fact that such expend 
tures have been deducted in the tabulations I have submitted. The 
totals 1 have computed and claimed as campaign expenditures were 
spent to influence the reelection of Senator Taft himself, 

Probably the one thing that I personally object to most in the testi 
mony of Senator Taft is his reference to the Democratic campaign 
being blueprinted by a Communist by the name of Hall. 

That is a deliberate lie, and I think Mr. Taft knows it is a lie. 

The only Hall that I know of in the whole campaign was a fellow 
by the name of Hall who was head of Taft’s Labors Committee. He 
was from East Liverpool. I heard he was paid handsomely for his 
work for Taft. 

The only Communist or ex-Communist who came into Ohio that 
I know was Ben Gitlow, who made several speeches for Mr. Taft. 
This Gitlow spoke to the Young Republican clubs in Columbus and 
hum heon clubs at Columbus and Cleveland and, | believe, Toledo. 

There are other things, too, and I think should be refuted. For 
instance, Mr. Taft made a “big deal” out of the fact that one lonely 
radio news commentator was favorable to me and against him. He 
referred to Mr. Frank Edwards, who is, in my opinion, a fair and 
factual reporter. 

But Mr. Taft did not mention that oreat number of radio new men 
and columnists he had spreading propaganda for him. 

Here is a partial list of the well-know n reporters supporting Taft ‘ 
Fulton Lewis, Jr., Dorothy Thompson, Victor Reisel, Raymond 
Moleyv., David Lawrence, Westbrook Pegler, George Sokolsky, Jay 
Franklin, Frank Kent, Gould Lincoln, George Dixon. and probably 
a lot of other who IT can’t recall. 

The political value of a constant bombardment of publicity from 
these columnists and the extremely partisan newspaper of Ohio is 
beyond computation. If the comments of Frank Edwards are to be 
charged as a campaign contribution, then I will have to revise my 
claim of $5 million and say that the Taft contributions amounted to 
many millions more—possibly $100 million. 
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I should also like to make a few observations about Mr. Taft's 
statement yesterday that carpetbaggers came into Ohio for my 
campaign. 

I believe the committee questioned him about this yesterday, but I 
should like to bring in the record that several out-of-State so-called 
carpet baggers came into Ohio in Mr. Taft’s behalf. 

These Taft carpetbaggers reported in newspapers and other sources, 
included Senator Kenneth Wherry, Repancenn National Committee 
Chairman Guy Gabrielson, movie actor Adolphe Menjou, Harold 
Stassen, Senator Byrd, and Senator Me¢ ‘arthy. On the other hand, 
some of the personalities mentioned by the Senator as carpetbagging 
in my behalf were not in the State of Olio during my campaign. 
These included Mayor O’ Dwyer of New York and Mr. Philip Murray. 
Mr. William Green, as Mr. Taft alleges, was in the State, but he could 
hardly be called a carpetbagger, being a native resident and voter 
in the State, he lesteieaee voted in Coshocton, Ohio. 

I should also like to call attention to this committee that I have 
presented to the committee staff evidence to support my claims of 
excessive and illegal expenditures in behalf of Senator Taft. 

I have also in my possession here a recap of the total 1950 Repub- 
lican expenditures filed with the secretary of state, and I would like 
to read them for the record. 


Recap of total 1950 Republican expenditures filed with secretary of state 


1. Republican Women’s Division (State) se ‘ : $3841. 50 
2. Republican State Central and Exec utive Cc ommittee bio pee 487, 535. 00 
Ohio Republican Finance Committee__—_- 1, 231, 176. 90 


3 
4. 44 independent listings from various places all listed ase xclu- 
sive Taft expenditures_ cere it ‘ 453, 779. 51 


Grand total all listings with secretary of state______- 2. 199. B22. 33 
DEDUCTIONS 
Deduct as non-Taft expenditures, or as duplications filed in coun 


ties as received and expended for Ohio Republican Finance 
Committee : 


To various county GOP groups $447, 977. 30 
To congressional candidates__. 100, 000, 00 
Executive committees (Columbus) 370, 500. 00 


918, 477. 3 


Actual Taft expenditures filed with secretary of state—with 
all legitimate expenditures deducted osesee A, Oe, eo 6) 


ADDITIONS 


Taken from expenditures filed in counties by various Republican 


groups, that should have been filed with secretary of state. 
Reports on file in counties indicate expenditures were made 
chiefly in behalf of Taft campaign. 7038, 154. 00 


Institutional advertising (full pages in d: Lily newspapers several 
times weekly during campaign). All for purpose of influencing 
voters for Taft. Estimate made by advertising experts__--~- 1, 200, 000. 00 





eee 


Total known expenditures for Taft ee awecwe thy Wl, Oe OL 


Taft expenditures known to have been made, but not reported: 

1. Large newspaper advertisements in various daily newspapers throughout 
the State signed by Republic Steel Co. Timken Roller Bearing, American Medi- 
eal Association, Ohio Medical Association, various financial institutions, ete., 
copies of which the committee staff has. <All of these advertisements featured 
Taft exclusively. 
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2. Expensive printed literature, two- and three-color jobs, six pages sent out 
with letter over signatures (and on letterhead) of Herschel Atkinson, executive 
secretary, Ohio Chamber of Commerce. Committee staff also has copies of this 
jetter. 

3. Freedom for America literature—sent out postmarked Columbus, Youngs 
town, and Akron. Probably other large cities, too. Committee staff has copies 
of this 

1. Half-holidays, with pay, given employees of various refineries, and manu 
facturing firms that sponsored picnics for families of employees, furnished food 
and entertainment for Taft rally in afternoon and evening. 


lam going to offer that as an exhibit. 

Senator GILLerre. Just a moment, Mr. Ferguson. The first item 
that you read on that tabulation I believe you read as a contribution, 
$341. Was it 341? 

Mr. Fercuson. That is $341.50. 

Senator Giuterre. Just 3417 

Mr. Frerauson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gittetrre. It rather startled me to have such a small amount. 

Mr. Frerauson. Well. it kind of startled me, too, Senator. 

Now, then, in comparison I would like to read the campaign ex 
penditures filed with the secretary of state in my behalf for the vear 
1950: 


Joseph T. Ferguson personal expenditures $2, 270. 00 
Ferguson for United States Senator Committee, N. FE. Beck, secretary Obs, 447. 75 
Citizens’ Committee for Ferguson, Alan Reeves, secretary 30, 533. SO 
Farmers for Ferguson Committee___ ~~ ~_- : 21, 118. 80 

Total filed with secretary of state 92, 370. 35 


LABOR GROUPS 
ClO filed total campaign expenditures (listed and itemized as for 


Ferguson, various congressional candidates, and non-Federal is 
sues, and local candidates) of 77, 105. 59 


Expenditures listed for Ferguson : 


1. Picture books 16. 120. 8? 
2. Ferguson Committee contributions 1, 367. 30 
3. Ferguson Citizens’ Committee contributions &, 495. 00 
t. Ferguson Farmers’ Committee contributions 5, O00. OO 
5. Ferguson signs f 1. 875. 00 

Total 39 S58 1h 


AFL filed total expenses (listed as chiefly for various candidates and 
contributions to locals) of 70, THO. 17 


Expenditures listed for Ferguson : 


1. Ferguson Committee 10. 000. 00 
2. Ferguson Farm Committee 5. 000. 00 
Total 15. 000, 00 


Labor’s Nonpartisan League filed total (listed as contributions to 
local, State, and Federal candidates) of 40, S34. 34 


Expenditures listed for Ferguson: 


1. Citizens’ Committee for Ferguson &5. 000. 00 
2. Toby Press for literature for Ferguson 822. 00 
4. Political buttons___-_- ‘ 3, 832. 00 
4. Political literature for Ferguson 3, 694, OO 
5. Farmers’ Committee for Ferguson 4,059, 34 


Total (carried over) 











S4 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


Ohio Federation of Labor listed $7,500 contributed to Ferguson 


committees i rs 2 $7, 500, OO 
CLO-PAC listed for Ferguson ; 
1. Ferguson Citizens’ Committee . $2. 500. 00 
» 


2. Ferguson Farm Committee__.- ig Ss aac , 059. 46 
—_—_-_———. 4, 559. 46 
Hotel and Restaurant Workers and Bartenders’ League for Political 
Action listed $1,000 contributed to Ferguson Committee = 1, 00D. OC 
Labor locals filed in counties expenditures for political activities 
totaling $21,451. Listed S80 of total as having been used for 
Ferguson 3 so SU, BO 


NovTe.—Democratic committees and groups filing in counties instead of 
with secretary of state had total expenditures of $134,487. No items were 
listed as Ferguson expenses in any county. I would like to divert there 
and explain that perhaps the bigger part of that money was furnished 
maybe from the Governor’s campaign fund and perhaps the bigger part of 
the work was done for the Governor because he supplied the money for the 
campaign. 

Ferguson for United State Senate committee expenses filed in coun- 


t 


ties, instead of with secretary of state, total ‘ eens 250, OO 


Total = - 171, O24 St 
Deductions: 
Double listings of $64,019.90 as expenses of labor groups as con- 
tributions to Ferguson committee, also listed as expenditures 
by the committee__ ; 64, 019. 90 


Total Ferguson expenditures filed with the secretary of 
state, and in counties 107, 004, 94 

And that was spent in my behalf according to the record. 

I want to thank you very much for this opportunity to express my 
views, and I assure you that they are given in the spirit of coopera- 
tion as information to aid you in formulating legislation that will 
prohibit these election abuses in the future. 

Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. 

Senator Gitterre. Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. 

Senator Monroney ? 

Senator Monroney. On page 1 of your statement, Mr. Ferguson, 
you say that there were large expenditures and contributions in the 
Taft campaign which were not reported as required by law. Do you 
lave any examples of individuals or companies or anything that 
would be helpful to the committee in that instance ? 

Mr. Frercuson. The committee staff knows all those examples. We 
cave them all those items. 

Senator Monroney. You charge full-page newspaper advertising 
estimated to have cost $1,200,000 that wes designed to influence the 
reelection of Senator Taft, which you claim brought the total to 
83,107,000 that was expended in his behalf. Those, I believe you later 
said, did not mention the name of Senator Taft or the Republican 
ticket or anything of a straight political nature. 

Mr. Frercuson. That is right. It was innuendo advertising, and 
the staff has some of those advertising copies. You see, we turned all 
our data over to the staff when it was out in Ohio investigating. 

Senator Monronry. But since you claim that there is $1,200,000 
additional that was spent to influence the reelection of Senator Taft, 
I believe for the record it would be a good idea to get your ideas as 
te just how that helped Senator Taft and how it was detrimental 
to you. 

Mr. Fereuson. It was one of those scare campaigns of advertising 
that was brought out in the campaign blasting the national adminis- 
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tration, I think, and, you know, telling them that the world was 
going to come to an end, in a way, if I was elected, and this, that. and 
the other. It had a tendency to scare the people into voting for Taft. 

Senator Monronry. You refer particularly-—— 

Mr. FrerGuson. Of course, my amount is estimated. 

Senator Monronry. You refer particularly, I take it from this 
statement, to the Timken campaign and the Republic Steel campaign ¢ 

Mr. Frereuson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Those are the two? 

Mr. Fercuson. Yes. 

Senator Monronry. And those free enterprise 

Mr. Frerecuson. Yes: those free- enterprise advertisement, you have 
read them in the papers. This advertisement, and the Small Busi 
nessmen’s Association, of which Mr. DeWitt is executive secretary, a 
former Akron man now located in Chicago—a lot of those types of 
advertisements. Now, I might say thet as soon as the election was 
over, those advertisements stopped. You do not see them in the 
paper now. Now they will start pretty soon again because the presi 
dential election is coming or, you see, and they will start all over 
again. 

We had the Timken Roller Bearing Co. in Ohio this year putting 
up a few of those scare advertisements in some of the cities of Ohio, 
to influence mayorality in city elections. 

Senator Monroney. And those are all deductible as an income tax 
deduction under the law, as you point out / 

Mr. Fereuson. Yes, sir. They run them in the cost of their adver 
tising. I imagine that if the Income Tax Department would check 
closely on the income tax returns and profit-and-loss statements, they 
Wot l« 1 probably hind those charge ~ in the re. 

Senator Monronry. Were these advertisements in any Way inst 
tutional or advertisements for the product of the compamies or ma 
ufacturers, or were they all of a political nature / 

Mr. Ferevson. All of a political nature. 

Senator Monroe. You mentioned that— 

Mr. Ferguson. I do not object to a manufac turing company advel 
tising their products, but I do object to oe i\dvertising these scare 
campaigns, and all these different kinds of ads. these scare ads, that 
they are running in the papers, and then charging it back against the 

axpayers, | think that they are trying to corrupt the press whe: 
they do that. They are trving to subsidize it or influence it. 

Senator Monroney. You mean, these ads were run in the papers 
cause the press to be friendly or to influence the people who read the 
ads / 

Mr. Frerevson. I do not think that they had to run those ads to cause 
the press to be friendly to Mr. Taft. They were for him. That is all 
there was to it. They were for him. 

I might say here that I have been reelected auditor of the State fou 
times in Ohio, I have the record of having had the highest majority 
of ; any Democrat in the history of Ohio for State ofhee. and at no time 
Inany of my campaigns did I have more than two newspapers for me 
at any time. 

Senator Monronry. You mention on page 2—— 

Mr. Ferauson. I may have had the reporters for me and T may hav: 
had the people who worked in the newspaper offices for me. But J 
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am talking about the editors and the editorial pages. ‘They were not 
for me. 

Senator Monronry. You mentioned on page 2 the great number of 
expensive printed pieces of literature that were mailed out by indi- 
viduals and groups. Do you have any other examples than those sub- 
mitted by Senator Taft yesterday? We saw those that were intro- 
duced as exhibits before the committee. 

Mr. Fereuson. What we picked up, Senator, what we have, we gave 
to your staff when they were in Ohio. Of course, I did not anticipate 
that we were going to have this Learing this late in the day, after the 
election, and I did not save all that literature that we ran across dur- 
ing the campaign, like Mr. Taft did. I do not know what his idea was 
for saving it. But he seems to have a very good staff, and seems to 
have a very good file. My file is not in such good shape as his. 

Senator Monroney. You don’t know of any examples other 
than—— 

Mr. Fercuson. None other than what I turned over to the com- 
mittee. 

Senator Monroney. You mentioned in many instances you found 
where certain manufacturing companies and refineries specifically gave 
half holidays with pay for employees to attend sponsored picnics 
which in fact were Taft rallies and where food was served. Can you 
give us the names of those companies ? 

Mr. Frerevson. I think the Pure Oil Co. at Heath near Newark. 

Senator Monroney. The Pure Oil Co.? 

Mr. Frerevson. I think it is the Pure Oil Co. who owns the refinery 
there. 

Senator Monroney. They gave a half holiday with pay? 

Mr. Frerauson. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. For a Taft rally? 

Mr. Frerevuson. Yes; they had Mr. Taft there. Then he went 
through the Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co., and they entertained him 
up there royally. 

Senator Monronry. Youngstown what ? 

Mr. Fereuson. I think it is Youngstown Sheet & Tube. 

Senator Monroney. Was that a half-day holiday, too? 

Mr. Ferevson. I don’t recall whether that was a half holiday or 
not, but the Scio Pottery down at Cadiz, and then—— 

Senator Monroney. How do you spell that ? 

Mr. Fereuson. S-c-i-o, at Scio, Ohio. That is Harrison County. 

Senator Monroney. That was a half holiday? 

Mr. Fereuson. Yes. We know that was a half holiday because the 
county chairman over there got tipped off they were bringing him 
in there that day, aud he beat them to the punch by renting the hotel 
for a Democratic banquet that night, and they had to take it to the 
little town of Cadiz. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any other? 

Mr. Frercuson. He was at Clyde, Ohio, and went through some cut- 
lery plant up there. 

Senator Monroney. He testified to going through these plants, but 
what I am interested in and what I think the committee is interested 
in is where employees were dismissed a half day with full pay. 
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Mr. Fercuson. There were numerous plants in Ohio where he was 
entertained. I don’t recall all of them at the present time. I could 
dig them up for you. 

Senator Monronry. We would be just interested in knowing the 
names of the companies who gave a half holiday. As to his going 
through the plants, I imagine that is standard practice for both 
parties. I imagine you did. 

Mr. Fereuson. I didn’t. 

Senator Monronry. Why ? 

Mr. Fercuson. I was never given the opportunity in the first place. 
[| went through one and spoke to the employer at Wooster, Ohio, at a 
rubber plant where they had Taft, and the employees said, “We ought 
to have both sides”; so the company did send me an invitation, and I 
did accept that invitation. 

The only other company that extended me an invitation to tour 
their plant was the Goodyear Rubber Co. at St. Mary’s, Ohio, branch, 
which I did not accept. 

Senator Monroney. Did you attempt to go through the other 
plants and did the management deny you the right to do that where 
Taft had been allowed to enter? 

Mr. Fereuson. They did not extend me any invitation, and I did 
not attempt to get an invitation. 

Senator Monronry. You don’t know whether you could have been 
given the same opportunity to go through ? 

Mr. Frreuson. | think I could honestly Say I would not have been 
given the opportunity because the managements weren't on my side 
and naturally they wouldn't have given me the opportunity. 

Senator Monroney. I believe that is all I have. 

Senator GiLLerrr. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Henninas. Mr. Ferguson, you mean there were no Demo 
crats who owned industrial or business establishments who invited 
you to come out and meet their workers ¢ 

Mr. Fereuson. There wasn’t. 

Senator HENNINGs. In the whole State of Ohio ¢ 

Mr. Fercuson. That is right. Of course, the Democrats in Ohio 
are poor, asa rule. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Ferguson, this literature to which Senator 
Taft called attention yesterday, the comic book and some of these other 
so-called defamatory or scurrilous pieces of printing and writing for 
circulation and distribution—did you have anything to do with the 
pre paration of any of them? 

Mr. Ferguson. No, sir, I didn’t. I think maybe the ‘vy had a picture 
of my family on the back page, I think perhaps maybe someone in 
my group may have furnished them those pictures to print in that 
book. 

Senator Henntnes. That was not defamatory—— 

Mr. Frreuson. Sir? 

Senator Hennings. That was not of a defamatory or scurrilous 
nature, 

Mr. Fereuson. You know, I got eight children living, and of course 
we had their pictures, my wife, and myself on the last page. 
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Senator Hennines. What I was trying to get at, Mr. Ferguson, 
I probably didn’t express myself very clearly, was whether you ever 
sat in any conferences or meetings or took part in any discussions 
looking to the preparation of any campaign material directed against 
Senator Taft. 

Mr. Frereuson. No, I didn’t. I think I knew they were making 
that book up after they started, but I didn’t have any say in making 
it up. 

Senator Hennines. I am not assuming that it was defamatory or 
any of it was because I haven't examined it carefully, but I just 
wondered whether you had had any part in getting up any of the 
literature for the campaign. 

Mr. Frrcuson. Just this one piece here that I put out myself. 

Senator Hennines. That was an aflirmative piece of material in 
your own behalf, I take it. 

Mr. Ferauson. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Not against your opponent. 

Mr. Frereuson. As to the funny book. I don’t think he should kick 
about it because he got all the publicity out of it. He got on the 
front page and I got on the back page. 

Senator Henninos. As a matter of fact, the so-called funny book 
affair may not have been very helpful to you. 

Mr. Frrevson. That is right. 

Senator Hennrinas. That is, as you see it. 

Mr. Ferevson. That is right, because those fellows that were against 
Taft wouldn't take the funny book, and the other fellows who were for 
him thought it was Taft literature. 

Senator Hennincs. Did you have much trouble collecting money 
for your campaign ¢ 

Mr. Ferevson. Couldn’t get it. It was just like a Gestapo. Outside 
of what little bit the Democratic National Committee gave me, what 
the unions furnished me, it was just once in a while we would get some- 
body to give us say $d or $10 or $15 and it was just awful hard to 
get, and you know when I read in today’s paper that we outspent Taft 

to 1, I think that is so ridiculous because, Senator, we didn’t 
have, we couldn't even open up campaign headquarters until 6 weeks 
before the election, and we couldn’t even make the fairs because we 
didn’t have enough money to buy this literature to make the fairs, 
as L generally do when T run for auditor of the State. I didn’t get con 
tributions from the Democratic National Committee until the first part 
of September. 

Senator Hennines. What did the National Committee give you in 
Ohio, you individually or the State committee ? 

Mr. Fervuson. They didn’t give me anything individually. They 
gave my committee $5,000. Then they gave the Montgomery County 
Committee, I think, $5,000, and they gave the Franklin County Com- 
mittee $5,000, that is all. They didn't violate the law. There is a 
limit of $5,000 contributions. 

Senator Henninos. Yes. Now, insofar as you know, did they give 
the State committee—I take it you have a Democratic State Commit- 
tee in Ohio? 

Mr. Fercuson. They did not give them anything that I know of. 
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Senator HennrNas. So that all that you know about that came from 
the Democratic National Committee is the three separate $5,000 con 
tributions ¢ 

Mr. Fercuson. That is right. 

Senator Henninos. Is that it? 

Mr. Frereuson. That is right. I think maybe they gave somebody 
$1,000. I think later on, in the last week or so of the campaign, they 
gave $1,000, but they didn’t Five it to me, and I don't know who Got 
t. 

Senator Hennines. Have you any views, Mr. Ferguson—you have 
been very vood to come here and give us some of this information you 

ave today were vou any views as to what this committee might do 

ly 


n terms of lation, workable, practical le~islation. to not o 


Li 
mit the anene expel ditures or set up some orderly fashion by 
uch sueh things mieht be controlled, but in addition to that, 

terms of printed material or statements to be made by the candidate 
r by others acting as his agents or representatives of a defamatory 


scurrilous or libelous nature—— 

Mr. Fercuson. Well, I think—— 

Senator Henninos. Bearing in mind every broad L question of the 
right ot broad comment , fre eclom of the “ag the first amendment to 
the Constitution, and the other things we ave to consider im that 
connection, 

Mr. Ferauson. Well. it might be rather hard to have a censorship 
on the campaign literature as Senator Taft suggested yesterday, then 
took the other side later on, because if you are going to censor the 
literature that is written up in behalf of the candidate, then you are 
also going to have to censor the cartoons and the editorials that the 
newspapers write in behalf of their favorite candidate. because I 
personally think that during the last campaign if I was the type 
of a man that was one of these suing kind, that I could probably get 
very rich suing the newspapers for some of the libelous statements 
they made against me, but [am not that type of a fellow. Iama fellow 
that can give it and take it. 

Senator HENNINGs. You are not a—— 

Mr. Fereavson. I do think, though, that you can limit the amount 
of money that these candidates spend, and if you limit the amount of 
money they spend, I think the literature wi ill come along all right 
because they won't be able to get out so much literature as they were 
able to get out with the amount of money that was spent in Ohio last 
year. 

Senator Hrennines. Where a fellow such as you in your case— 

ow there are no strong Democratic newspapers in any of the aves Tr 

‘ities of Ohio, are there? 

Mr. Fereuson. Not only, Senator, the large cities, but also the small 
cities and and villages. They all happen to be Republican newspapers. 
Senator Hennines. Your major cities: Cleveland, Akron. Colum 
bus, Youngstown, Cincinnati, to mention a few. Have you anv so 

alled Democratic newspapers, tending to be Democratic? . 

Mr. Fereuson. The Dayton News, owned by Jimmie Cox, is Demo 

cratic: and, of course, he also owns the Journal-Herald and runs that 
Republican newspaper. 
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Senator Henninos. Where is the Journal-Herald ¢ 
Mr. Frercuson. Dayton, Ohio. 

Senator HeENNINGs. You mean two papers in one town. One is 
Democratic and the other Republican ¢ 

Mr. Fercuson. One is a Republican, and then his paper over in 
Springfield. I don’t know whether that is Democratic, Republican, or 
independent ; but the closest newspaper, I would say, in Ohio that 
comes to being an independent would be the Toledo Blade. I think 
that they are probably very fair ina lot of things. 

I am not casting any aspersions on the reporters around here or 
the commentators, but these new spapers in Ohio are really Republican 
and don’t make any bones about it. 

Senator Hennines. What I was trying to get at, Mr. Ferguson, is 
this. If the newspapers are by and large : against a candidate ‘through 
their editorial columns and even the slanting of their news stories 
or their very effective editorial caricatures, it then behooves him to 
have some money to try to get out other literature, doesn’t it often, or 
to buy more radio time or do what he can to reach the people to offset 
bias that may be expressed against him 

Mr. Frerevson. That is right. We have in Ohio, as Senator Taft 
said, about 8,000,000 people. Of course, we have got a compact State. 

You know, even with 8,000,000 people in Ohio, I think I would 
sooner campaign in Ohio than I would in Kentucky or than I would 
in Texas, because if you go out to see the people there you have got so 
much territory to cover, or W yoming—just think of that State. 

I see they only have 259,000 people in Wyoming, which isnt’ as 
many people as they have in Columbus, Ohio, but look at the terri- 
tory you have got to cover = get out and see those people. 

[ think, though, if the Congress would pass a law limiting the 
total of money that can be spent for a candidate from all sources and 
make a very stiff penalty for violating it and enforce that penalty, 
you will have clean elections. 

Now, I don’t believe in stealing elections. I don’t want any election 
where the people wouldn't vote for me. the majority of the people. 
Now, I believe in honest elections. but I don’t belheve in the kind of 
elections that we had in Ohio last year. I think it was perfectly 
scandalous, 

1 got beat and I don't think I got beat by a very close margin. 
either, 431,000 votes. 

Senator Hennines. What was that percentagewise, Mr. Ferguson ‘ 
Have you figured that out and tabulated it 

Mr. Feréuson. We only had about 2,900,000 people voted in Ohio 
last vear. We estimated that we'd have 3 million and a half. Even 
the Secretary of State's office estimated to be 3 million and a half 
people vote. 

Now. the reason I got beat so bad was because the Democrats and 
the working people didn’t go out to vote. You know—and I’m not 
casting, with all due respect to the Senator from Maine—vou know— 
that the working people got their bellies filled now since Roosevelt's 
been in, and they don’t bother to protect their American rights. 

Now, I personally am one of those kind of men that if I’d have 
been elected United States Senator I'd have introduced a law down 
here at Washington—TI don’t know whether it would have passed 01 
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not—I wouldn't allow anybody to work for the United States Govern- 
ment if they didn’t vote in the primary and election. 

I think that is one of the requisites of a good American citizen is 
eo out and vote and elect your officers 

Now in Ohio we had the people staying home. They were the main 
reason that 1 was defeated. Maybe if they went out to vote they 
might beat me worse. I don’t know, but, of course, we'd alw: ays 
have the consolation of thinking that we would have won, you see. 

Now, I heard Senator Taft say yesterday that he ¢ arried M: ahoning 
County by a hundred votes. Well, that’s true. Now I can tell you 
that down in Franklin C ounty, upper Arlington, Bexley, they had a 
96 percent Republican vote out there, while the Democratic vote was 
very low. 

And I was down at the Jackson Day banquet in Lancaster, Ohio, 
last March, and I said to the boys down there—I never lost an elee- 
tion in that county before—I said: “What happened to me last elec 

on day down here?” 

They said, “Joe, you know the Republicans had SO much money 
down here,” he said, “that they got out 88 percent of the vote and the 
Democrats got out 48 percent,” and he SaVs, “That's why you lost 
this county.” 

Now, that is the main reason why the Democrats lost Ohio last 
ear. They didn’t get the vote out. 

Senator HENNINGs. Senator Taft yesterday said that he thous ayit 
there Was considerable Democrat ic apathy § and of course we all abhor . 
t. It is a very serious threat to our Government that only some 
thing less than 50 percent of the people vote in off vear r elections, 01 
some such figure. 

Mr. Fereuson. That is right. 

Senator HeNNINGs. Senator Taft said. however. that he thought 
the intrusion of the labor groups tended to create apathy and 1 
lifference and even generated some support for him in the general 
election. Was that your estimate of the condition as it existed, Mr. 
Ferguson ¢ 

Mr. Frerevuson. Senator, 1 think that the labor groups backing me 
f course, from these newspaper advertisements and all, they stirred 
up the class of people that we call the money class or the people who 
live in the suburbs, and they got out and voted. 

They had these drives on. They had the women, the doctors organ- 
ved; they had the dentists organized, and they had every known 
group. They had a lot of so-called fictitious patriotic organizations 
ganized; you know, out spreading propaganda. 

Well. I don’t like to get into the re ‘ligious end, but they had that 
vorking pretty good. So, all those things combined, they got the 
pposition vote out against me, but we'd still, 1 think, have been 
ill right if we could have got the Democratic vote out. 

Of course, I always tell the voters that those votes that don't go 


to the polls and vote don't count. 


I carried Cleveland: I carried Cincinnati—I didn't carry Cinen 
nati: TL mean IT carried Dayton—I carmed Youngstown, but the 
-uburbs where the people with money live, who vote the Republican 
cket, they got out in full force. 
They vot out stronger than the other part got out, and that: 
ie working people 


he reason I ost those counties, It wasn't because t 
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deserted me, or anything like that. I think that it was on account 
of the failure of the Democrats to vote. 

os course, I take the blame about that because a fellow who doesn’t 

0 to vote, why you don’t count those. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. 

Mr. Fercuson. You know, Senator, I had a pretty strenuous pri- 
mary campaign out there last year, too. I only spent $700 to win 
a primary in which I had five very good opponents, including a pro- 
fener in Cleveland, and also Mr. DiSalle. 

Senator Hennines. Yes; I recall you had quite a primary cam- 
paign. 

Mr. Fereuson. And Trana clean campaign, and they did, too. And 
I only spent $700 to whip them. 

Senator Hennines. You had some contributions; did you not? Did 
you not have some contributions ¢ 

Mr. Fereuson. No; I had no contributions. I had maybe $15 from 
one fellow and $15 from another, to a total of about $700. I believe in 
operating in the black. I never spend anything unless I’ve got it. 

Senator Hennines. What I meant was, Did not your friends con- 
tribute to your primary campaign / 

Mr. FERGUSON. No. You know, nobody will give you money unless 
they expect to get 10 times as much back. 

Senator Hennineos. That is generally true. 

Mr. Ferauson. At least 10 times, I figure. And, as auditor of the 
State, the only thing they get back from me is good auditing, and 
that does not make them any money. I save them a lot of taxes, 
but they spend it someplace else. So, they never get anything. 

Senator Hennines. That may be a rather cynical or ske »ptic al obser- 
vation, Mr. Ferguson, but there is a great deal of truth in it, and 
realism. 

What do you think motivates most people to contribute to cam- 
paigns¢ Good government and high ideals, or the hope of some quid 
pro quo, or return, one way or another ? 

Mr. Ferevuson. I think, with most of them, it is either a hope of 
some remuneration or return in the way of contracts, or maybe in 
the case of the little fellows they might he thinking the Vv want to get 

| line and maybe get themse Ives a job if the other fellow is elected. 

Senator Hennines. Do you think that much of the money that 
comes in is what Senator Benton characterized when he testified 
before this committee as “conscience money,” or contributions given 
from the heart in the hope that the candidate to whom the money is 
given will make this a greater and better government ? 

Mr. Ferouson. There may be some ideal people like that. 

Senator Hennineés. Do you run across very many? 

Mr. Frrevson. I have not run across very many. I can count 
them on my fingers, I think. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator GiLLetTe. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Ferguson, I notice on page 2, Senator Mon- 
roney has already spoken about these picnics that the ‘vy had in Ohio 
dur ing the campaign, and a half a holiday was given to thee mployees 
for the purpose of hearing Senator Taft or the other candidates. 
Were those picnics and half holidays advertised as Taft rallies? 
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Mr. Frercuson. Yes; I think they were, among their help. And i 
the paper they advertised that they had had these picnics and r: allies 
for Taft. And then I think on his itiner: ury they said he was going 
into these places, you see. 

Senator Smiru. But do you have any evidence to show that web 
were given a half holiday specifically for the purpose of holdin; 
Taft rally, or was it the usual pieniec or half day, and the candidat 
dropped in? 

Mr. FERGUSON. No. It was not a usual half holid: Ly. They do not 
vive those people half holidays. 

Senator Smirn. Most industries have half holidays for picnics 
during the summer. We do in Maine. 

Mr. Frercuson. These were political rallies. 

Senator Smiru. And they were advertised as political rallies 4 

Mr. I eRG USON. Ye Ss. They were written up in the ne Wspapers that 
Paft was going there and he was going to visit this plant, and later on 
the news articles carried them as pienics. 

Senator Smirn. What | am trying to get at is this. If they were 
specifically set up to hear candidates, were the workers compelled to 
20 to those picnics ¢ 

Mr. Fercuson. Yes. They had ¢ ‘aptive audiences in those plants. 
They had captive audiences in the schools, 

Senator SMITH. You mien n, they could not go any where else ? They 
had to go to the picnic ¢ 

Mr. Frerevson. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. Was there a check on their attendance: do you 
know / 

Mr. Fercuson. I do not know that. You know, a lot of men would 
cothere. A fellow working at hard labor in the factory, if he is going 
to get paid, you know he Is going to go down the re and listen { a 
fellow talk, Ft if he did not agree with him, because it would be 
much easier for him to listen to the fellow talk than it would to work 
(nd I know, too, that I can give you an illustration. I protested lor 
and loud about Senator Taft using the pubhie schools of Ohio to cain 
paign in, and T had one instance in Winchester, Ohio, where LT have a 

ece who is practically blind, and in has three little children who go 
to that school, and they forced those children to bring Taft literature 
ome. Of course, we helped the hi out a lot, and these children went 
rough the hterature, and they went back the next day, and tl 
teacher said, “Did you give the literature to your mother?” 

So you see, that is one case, Madam Senator, that IT know that I can 
say that the teachers forced the children to take Taft literature home. 

Now. I know Mr. Taft went through a lot of schools, and I know he 
went through there because of the influence he can with some of t 
principals. And whether they paid any of them off in mone V. that is 
a matter that I do not know. But you know how those things oo. 
Now, you are in politics, Too, and you know how t| Ose thin 
operated. 

Senator Smiru. Yes. But it seems to me, getting back to the em 
ployee . there is quite a difference about the half holiday, Would they 
work if they did not go to the pienic ? 

Mr. I’ ERG USON, | do hot know. I could not answer that defin te ly. 

Senator SMITH. Do you have iI your possession, or can vou get for 
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us, any kind of announcement that these half holidays were for the 
purpose of hearing a candidate ? 

Mr. Fercuson. Yes, I will try to do that, and file a supplement. 

Senator SmirH. ‘Thank you. 

Senator Hennines. But in a plant operation, Mr. Ferguson, you 
cannot, for example, in a shoe factory, have the lasters working and 
the cutters not working, and soon. If it is an operation of that nature, 
you cannot have part of the people at a picnic and the other people 
standing by their machines. You cannot produce that way, can you / 
Mr. Fereuson. No, you cannot. 

Senator Hennrncs. It depends on the nature of the operation, then, 
to whether some might have been working or not. 

Mr. Frreuson. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. In Maine, candidates kind of watch for those pic 
nics that are going on, and drop in. They are not advertised as rallies, 
and I presume all the States are the same. 

Mr. Frereuson. That is right, Senator. They do that in Ohio in a 
lot of instances, too, you know. You go out on a Sunday afternoon 
where they have these pienics. All the candidates go. But these were 
closed rallies. 

Senator Smiru. Were you ever refused permission to go into a 
school ¢ 

Mr. Frravson. No, I never asked to go into a school, because I do 
not believe that the public schools should be mixed up in politics. And 
I hope that the Ohio Legislature some time soon will pass a law that 
will prohibit that, with a law on the statute books. It should be pro 
hibited. After all, the school children are sent there to learn their 
lessons and not to listen to any political candidate speak There are 
boys and girls just going to school there that have Democratic, and 
some Repub soak, parents, and they should not be forced ‘into captiv: 
audiences to listen to a candidate speak. 

Besides, we send money out to them on the basis of attendance 
records at schools. And if they are listening to a rally, a political 
rally, then they are not in school. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Ferguson, on page 2, you also say, “I don’t b 
lieve in Government subsidy of any kind.” 

Mr. Fereuson. That is right. 

Senator SmirH. And you said that under oath, as I understand it 
Now, vou were for the Truman program, were you not / 

Mr. Fercuson. I did not exactly follow all of it: no. 

Senator Smitu. Were you for the Brannan plan? 

Mr. Frereuson. I never said I was for the Brannan plan. I neve: 
said I was for socialized medicine. That was another thing that Mi 
Taft came out there and bally hooed about. He met all the doctors o| 
the State long before the primary and falsely advertised this Truma) 
health program as socialized medicine, and sold all the doctors on th 
idea that we would have socialized medicine. In my opinion, M: 
Truman and the Democratic National Administration are not adve1 
tising socialized medicine. They are advertising a health program 

Now, I have Blue Cross hospitalization, and I have businessmen’: 
insurance, and I can guarantee you that I have collected plenty fro: 
them, and it would cost me a lot of money if I did not have it, becaus: 
they have lost money on me because my son James was operated on fo 
appendicitis. My daughter Teresa was operated on for appendicitis 


I 
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My wife was in the hospital a long while with a very serious opera 
tion. At the same time she was in there, by daughter Helen was there. 
And then right after the election, I was stricken with ruptured ap 
pendic itis at Fort Pierce, Fla., and they paid my bills down there. 
And then just last week, my daughter was in the hospit: al. Joan was 
in the hospital last week, and Helen was in about 2 months ago. So | 
believe in this health program to he Ip people pay their doctor bills 
and hospital bills. 

You know, I would have difficulty paying doctors and hospitals if 1 
did not have that Blue Cross. 

Senator SmirH. Getting back to the Brannan plan, Mr. Ferguson, 1 
is my understanding that that is based on subsidy to the farmer, and | 
understood you were for the Brannan plan. 

Mr. Fercuson. No. I never said I was for the Brannan plan. You 
see, a lot of those things about me were falsely advertised, you se 
We could not get any publicity about what we were for or against in the 
ne wspape rs. 

Senator Smirn. Was not the Brannan plan a part of Truman 
plan ? 

Mr. Ferevson. I do not know about that. I do not necessarily say 
that I was for it. 

Senator SmirH., You were for part of the Truman program, were 
you not ¢ 

Mr. Frercuson. I was not for all the Truman program: no. I will 
tell you, Mrs. Smith. I do what I think is right. There is nobody 
controls me. lam probably the most inde pe ndent pub lie official in t] 
United States, and if you were in Ohio, you would probably know that. 

Senator Smiru. That is what we have understood about you, Mh 
lerg@uson. 

I understood that you said from the public platform that you were 
for the Truman p roeram. Do vou mean that you never said that / 

Mr. Fercuson. I do not reeall having said that 

Senator Smirn. I find sa in the Portsmouth 7 imes of Portsmot { 
Olio, for Monday, October 30, L950: 


I wil epresent all of the people and vote for the Truman pr ral 
vote right and vote American all of the time 

Mir. Frerauson. I may have said that. But I do not know whethe 
the Brannan plan is part of the Truman program 

Senator Hennines. As a matter of fact. Mr. Fer@uson, it is a que 
tion of semantics, or word terminology, anyway, Is it not, as to what 


constitutes a subsidy f 

Mr. Ferguson. That is right. I think. 

Senator HENNING. It isa matter of who is gretting the subsidy, SOLE 
lines, is it not, as to whether it isa subsidy or not 

Mr. Frerevson. That is right. And it is a question of who is getting 
the subsidy—— 

Senator Hennings. If you are getting it, it is an economic offset 
If] am getting it, it isa subsidy. 

Mr. Ferguson. That is right. 

Senator HENNINGS. Crop benefits / 

Mr. Frercuson. You see, the ‘v give subsidies to railroads, newspapers, 
and everybody else. Of course. they get subsidies, too, except for 
themselves. 
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Senator Hennine. Tariff is a subsidy, is it not? 

Mr. Frercuson. What? 

Senator Henninos. Tariff is a subsidy ? 

Mr. Fercuson. I think so. 

Senator Henninos. In its effect. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Ferguson, I am trying to get at the accuracy of 
the statements you made, because I have some questions coming along. 

In one statement you said that you were not for the Truman 1 pli mn if 
it included the Brannan pl: an—and, of course, it was generally under- 
stood to be a part of the Truman plan—and also there is a statement 
in the Portsmouth paper which said you made that statement on the 
platform and now you admit that, which shows some discrepancy in 
your statement. 

Mr. Frereuson. I may have made that statement if the newspapers 
said I did, but I never have seen all of the Truman’s plan. What is 
Truman’s plan ? 

Senator Smitu. I should have to ask you because you stated in this 
paper that you were for the Truman plan, and I presumed you knew 
what the Truman plan was. 

Mr. Fercuson. Maybe I didn’t know at all. 

Senator Smiru. Then do you mean to say you were making state- 
ments during the campaign and perhaps now that you don’t know 
about ? 

Mr. Frrcuson. I am not making, never made any statements during 
the campaign or now either one—— 

Senator SmirxH. I can’t seem to quite get that. It may seem unim- 
portant to you, but it is very important to me because it is part of this 
whole pic ture we are trying to get at. 

Mr. Frercuson. Sen: itor, are we discussing a campaign platform or 
are we discussing excessive expenditures ? 

Senator Smiru. We are discussing the accuracy of your testimony, 
and the only way we can get to the facts is to know just how much 
you are saying that you know about and that you are admitting and 
that which you are not. 

Mr. Ferevson. I think I furnished pretty good proof here as to the 
accuracy of my statements and my figures. I told you the part we 
had accurate and the part that we estimated. 

Senator Smirn. But you say that you were for—it states here, and 
this is in quotes, that you were for the Truman plan: yet you sit there 
and tell me you don’t know what the Truman plan is. 

Mr. Frerevson. What say / 

Senator Smiru. You are quoted here in this paper as saying that 
you are for the Truman program, you have admitted that you have 
sald that. 

Mr. Feravson. Most of it I would be for, most of it I would be for. 

Senator Smirn. Yet now you Cell me you don’t know what the Tru- 
man program is. 

Mr. Ferevson. I would be for most of it. 

Senator Smiru. Can you be for a program that you don’t know 
what it 1s/ 

Mr. Fereuson. Well. I would find out. T wouldn’t vote unintelli- 
gently if 1 were elected. Anything I wouldn’t know about I would 
find out before I vote. I would read a bill before I vote on it. I 
know a lot of them that don’t do it. 
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Senator Smiru. I don’t like to misjudge you, but I rather gather 
that you made statements that you could not stand by in your cam 
paign if this is an indication of it. 
~ Mr. Fereuson. I didn’t hear you question Senator Taft yesterday 
on a lot of his statements as to whether he could stand by all of them 
or not. 

Senator Smiru. Yesterday was one dav and today is another day 
lam asking you the questi nand not Senator Taft. — 


Mir. Ferauson. All right. 


Senator Smiru. As 1 remember it, Senator Taft | ked all « 
ments W th documentary proof, and that is all 1 have ask ad of yo 
Nia I’erGuson, J have them backed up, too. because | Gave youl 
niittee staff everything we had. I didn’t know we were gome 
to or to th lengthy program da wn here. We gave yout taff every 
thing that we had in our office that was available. 


Senator Smiru. Mr. Ferguson, vou are under oath, and all I ask 
you Is to give me the answers to my questions. Jam asking for not 


more. 


Vir. Fereuson. All meht. 
Senator Smiru. Now vou sald that you had not! o tO Say nak 
ng up the campaign hterature. Am IL correct in that / 


Mr. Fereuson. That is right, except that folder I made up, the 
foldei 

Senator Smiru. The one about vour familv / 

Mr. Ferauson. ‘This one. . 

Senator SmMiru. Oh, ves. Who had to do with the other literature 
that went out in your behalf ¢ 

Mr. Frereuson. Well, I don’t know. I think tli oO] 
ome of that Campaign literature o1 

seenatol SMITH. Did vou see the hterature bore { 

r behalt ¢ 


Mi IF eRGUS N. Ni L perso allv didn’t see it, 


\ 


Senator Smiru. Did you ever ask for any itemize rccount of wl 
was done in literature, both in expense and 

M ercuson, No. All I had seen was the statements that ere 

led by them. 

Senator Smiru. Did you ever disapprove of any literature 
vent out in your behalf ¢ 

Mr. Fercuson. No, I never disapproved it. You mean obj 
9 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. Fercuson. No. 

Senator Smira. Were you ever asked to approve or reject—— 

Mr. Fercuson. I don’t recall being asked. 

Senator Smirn. Did the Democrats get the vote out for Governor 
Lausche ? 

Mr. Fercuson. Not any more so than they did me. You know, ] 
think that perhaps the Republicar s elected Governot Lausche in Ohio 
last vear at least I am inclined to think there was a deal 

Senator Smirn. He won by something over a hundred thousand, 
didn’t he? ; 

Mr. Fercuson. Last year, ves. You know, Governor Lausche ear 
ried the same precincts that Taft carried in the suburbs, and they were 
all strongly Republican. 
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Senator Smirn. Mr. Ferguson, you said something about the Re- 
publicans getting 88 percent of the vote in Lancaster, Ohio. Who gave 
you that figure? 

Mr. Frercuson. One of the Democratic leaders at Lancaster at the 
Jackson Day dinner in March. 

Senator Smiru. You mean one of the officials? 

Mr. Frerauson. One of the Democratic leaders. I don’t recall. I 
was at the banquet and asked that. 

Senator Smirru. Would you be willing to check that and give it to 
the committee ? 

Mr. Frerevuson. I would. 

Senator SmirnH. You also said Senator Taft won with money. Did 
the same man say that to you? 

Mr. Frrecuson. Down there, ves. 

Senator Smiru. You will give us the name of that man ? 

Mr. Frrecuson. Give you the name of the man that told me that? 
[ don’t know whether I could do that because I was standing there 
in a group and asked the boys that, and I don’t know which one 
spoke up. 

Senator SmirxH. That is all I am trying to get at. I wish you 
wouldn't make statements that you can’t give us proof on. Don’t you 
think it is quite important if we are going to get any value from this 
at all to give factual statements? 

Mr. Ferevson. You know, one thing we can do, we can go down 
there and get the exact percentage of Democrats that voted and 
the exact percentage of Republicans that voted. 

That will be very easy to do. It would just take about a day’s work 
to figure that out on their registration list in the county and check 
those people who voted and those who didn’t vote. 

Senator Smirn. Can we get the amounts of money spent also? 

Mr. Ferevson. We can get the amounts of money they reported 
spent. 

Senator Smrru. You can see what I am getting at. I am trying to 
get from you those things that you know to be so and those things 
that you think may be so. 

Mr. Fercuson. That is right. 

Senator SmirH. Now you listed the comic books at $16,000, and I 
think we have heard that the CLO reporter officially said that 1,600,- 
000 copies of this comic book were printed. That would indicate a 
cost of a cent apiece. That is right, isn’t it? 

Mr. Frreuson. I didn’t have anything to do with paying those bills. 
I mentioned the amount, Mrs. Smith, that was shown by the secretary 
of state on the report of the election expenditures in the secretary of 
state’s office. 

Senator Smiru. Do you mean to say if the $16,000 in comic books 
was listed, you didn’t know where it came from; you just took the 
hgures / 

Mr. Ferevuson. Are you talking about 16,000 comic books? 

Senator SMITH. $16.000 for 1.600.000 comic books. 

Mr. Frereuson. It was listed in the secretary of state’s office as an 
expenditure from the CIO for $16,120.85. 

Senator Smiru. I was trying to get at the cost of that, and I guess 
I had better perhaps hold it for the CIO. 1,600,000 copies at $16,000 
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would be about a cent apiece; that is pretty low for a printed colored 
‘omic book. 

Mr. Fereuson. I wouldn’t know anything about that. I didn’t have 
inything to do with it. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Ferguson, did you see this picture in Look 

agazine or did you use this in an attempt to link Senator Taft in 
iny way with communism ? 

Mr. Fercuson. I displayed that picture in the election. It is on the 
June 5, I think, issue of Look magazine; is that right ? 

Senator Smirn. I think that is right. 

Mr. Frerauson. And I presume, or at least I think Look magazine 
s a reputable magazine. 

Senator Smiru. August 1 edition. Why did you use that picture 

Mr. Frerauson. Why, Mr. Taft w: as compl: uning about communism 
ind charging communism on our part, and I probably am one fellow 

cs world who hates communism the most, hke a lot of other Amer 

ns do, and I asked Mr. Taft to explain $0: the people of Ohio what 

he was associating with Mr. Browder for and who the other three fel 
lows whose pictures are on that page are. 

Senator SmMiru. Of course, you knew that was a direct misrepre- 
sentation, didn’t you ¢ 

Mr. Frerauson. I don’t know as it was. After all, what was Mr. 
Taft doing around with Mr. Browder at that time? 

Senator Smiru. I would say it was very clear in the story that they 
were participating in a forum. 

Mr. Frercuson. I told the people when I spoke about it that it was 

Look magazine. I turned the front page over so that if anybody 
were interested any further in it. they could O and buy t themselves a 
magazine and look at it. 

Senator Smiru. The Portsmouth Times, Portsmouth, Ohio, of Mon 

vy, October OU, L950, quotes you as saying: 

fell the people of his meeting with Earl Browder, the Red leader. Maybe 


d I am quoting— 

Mavbe Taft’s Communist connections are stronger than others 

Io you remember saying that / 

Mr. Ferevson. I don’t recall everything I said. I may have said 
hat and I may not, I don’t know. If they got the paper there, the 
reporters there, I may have said that, I don’t know. 

Senator SmitH. In other words, according to this, you as a candi 
date were trying to link your opponent, Senator Taft, with 


OmmMuUunIsSmM. 
Mr. Ferguson. I was asking him to explain why he had his picture 


taken with Browde 7". 
Senator SmirH. No, this is another thing altogether. This is where 


ou said, and I quote it again: 
Mr. Ferguson said Mr. Taft should 
I quote— 


tell the people of his meeting with Earl Browder, 


laft's Communist connections are stronger than others 


That would not 
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Mr. Fereuson. I don’t think I ever made that remark that way. 
I displayed a picture of Taft with Browder there, and I showed the 
people that he has had his picture taken with Browder, and IT said, 
“Here are three others. I would like to have Mr. Taft tell us if those 
other three are fellow Communists, or who they are.” 

Senator Smirn. You would say then you did not make the state- 
ment as quote ~_ here in this paper ¢ 

Mr. Ferevson. That might be a misquote, Mrs. Smith. You know, 
you are misquoted : alot of times by the hewspape I's, 

Senator Smiru. This picture was taken in 1936, showing Senator 
Taft with Earl Browder. 

Mr. Frrevson. I don’t care when it was taken. What did he have 
it taken with Browder for? Whether it was in 1936—he was still 
a Communist then, he is still a Communist, now, I understand. 

Senator SmirH. The purpose of my questioning, Mr. Ferguson, 
again is to determine the accuracy of your statements. 

Mr. Frercuson. My statements are accurate, I have sworn to them. 

Senator Smira. And if you were trying to iink your opponent, 
Senator Taft, with Communists, goine back 14 years to do so: and 
I am just asking—if vou didn’t make the statement, that is quite 
another story, and now you say you did not make the statement / 

Mr. Frereuson. No, I said I don’t know whether the statement was 
exactly in the same words as reported there. I told you how I made 
the statement. 

Senator Smirn. You would remember whether or not you had—— 

Mr. Frerevson. I] made that statement more places than Ports- 
mouth. Imadeitall over the State of Ohio. 

Senator SmirH. The statement in the paper? 

Mr. Ferauson. The statement as I told vou. I held up the picture 
Look magazine and said, “L have a picture here [ want you people 
to see,a picture of Mr. Taft and Mr. Browder.” 

Senator SurrH, The whole purpose of my questioning, again, Mr. 
lk erguson—— 

Mr. Frrevson. Taft had been accusing my group of having Com 
munists with them. Why didn’t vou ask him yesterday about some 
of the things— 

Senator SmirH. The whole purpose of this questioning on my part 
is to find out just how far we did go in misrepresentations in the 
campaign. 

Mr. Ferevson. Lam not misrepresenting. 

Senator Smirn. Just a moment—and just exactly what we can get 
out inthe way of legislation that can stop this. 

Mr. Fercvson. I want to get some good legislation out to stop these 
things. J think you should for the eood of America 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Ferguson, did you require any contributions 
from employees in the State auclitor’s office for the year L950 cam 
paign / 

Mr. Frerevson. We don't require any campaign contributions for 
senatorial campaign: no. 

Senator Smirx. You did not ? 

Mr. Frerauson. No. 

Senator Smiru. In your own campaign ? 


Mr. Fercuson. No. 
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Senator SMITH. I ask this because of a clipping that I find in the 
Columbia Citizen of February 26, 1940. It says: 

Two-percent shakedown charged in Auditor Ferguson's office. Checks shown 
by X employee, flower-fund official, civil-service worker 
ind so forth. 

Mr. Frerauson. Now, Mrs. Smith, listen, I did not collect anything 
from any of my employees for the senatorial campaigns. 

Senator Smiru. This ts in 1940. 

Mr. Ferauson. Don’t get me mixed up with a lot of Republica 
Phey collect 2 percent out there that I know of. 

Senator Smiru. This is in 1940, 

Mr. Frerauson. 19404 

Senator Smirn. I was asking if it was the practice. 


Mr. Ferauson. My employees, I guess they help me out. That’ 
one wit) that we send out our Christmas cards. We send out our 
Christmas cards, We Sponsor township trustee parties out there 
il nually. kor our fund, we have a lot ot oflice avtivities with that 

ind, yes. I don’t have anything to do with it myself. 

Senator Smiru. Was that fund available during your campaign 4 

Mr. Frrcuson, Not for senatorial campaign; not one penny of 

Senator SmiryH. The Christmas cards were not part of the cam 
paign ¢ 
~ Mr. Fercuson. We send Christmas « ids every year whether I run 


or not. 
Senator Smirn. Now, in going to the statement that vou made, ] 


oe |: 


believe you say in your statement on pa 


I believe it is now a well-recognized fact me thi WW spel 
st tor Taft’s behalt 
Phe records show that senatol Laft reported S1LSOUS U0”, Yet you 
) ee i | . io al ‘ ‘if 
Vo Mp Won. Have you the specie data Ubstalitlal Y” The I 


rence 4 


\Lr. era SON, Yes: we hat ded vou the fie ure Clint | rend there, 


senator SMITH. And did threat make up the differ ce Detweeh the 
S1.800.000 and the 85 million ¢ 
Mr. ley RGUSON,. | Say some of th ib Was estimated. I cit ‘t know how 


Senator Taft arrive lat his 1,800,000. We don’t have the exact ficure 
We've rot the figures that we (FOL off the Secretary of State. 

Senator SmirH. Mr. Moore, | did not check thos figures. Did they 

ww the difference between the million? I was in error in saving 
laft reported L.SO8.000, ‘| hat is the over-all expend ture, , 

Mr. Moore. That ts. 

Senator Smirw. Has Mr. Ferguson given us figures of expenditures 
etween that and the $5 million which he claims Taft spent ‘ 

Mr. Mor RE. | think not, | believe that the Information which Mr. 
Ferguson gave us under date of November 20, 1951, as the total known 
expenditures for Taft in the sum of $3,107.559.61.  Isn’t that correct, 
Mr. Ferguson ? 

Mr. Frercuson. That is right. Of course, of that $1,200,000 is est 
mated as institutional advertising. 

Mr. Moore. That is right. Now, when you speak of 5 million—— 

Mr. Frercuson. The rest of that is taken as an estimate from the cost 
that these other groups had spent and did not report 1n his behalf. 








102 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


Senator Smrru. In other words, it is an alleged expenditure and not 
a substantiated expenditure ? 

Mr. Fereuson. Well, it is pretty hard to substantiate. You've got 
all the advertising there. They don’t print those papers for nothing. 

Senator Smrrn. Did I understand that about $1 million worth of 
literature did not even mention Senator Taft? 

Mr. Frreuson. About $1,200,000. 

Senator Smrryu. And that did not mention Senator Taft at all? 

Mr. Ferauson. No. It was advertising, scare advertising. 

Senator Smirn. Was it benefiting the Republicans? 

Mr. Frrevson. I think so, yes. 

Senator Smrru. But not Senator specifically ? 

Mr. Frereuson. No. Senator Taft. 

Senator SmirH. But his name wasn’t mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Fercuson, It didn’t mention his name specifically. 

Senator Smirn. Were the Republicans mentioned specifically ¢ 

Mr. Ferevson. No. It wasn’t mentioned specifically, I don’t think. 
Your committee has copies of what we are talking about. 

Senator Smrru. Well, it was a free enterprise series and it has been 
my understanding that a good many Democrats are for free enterprise 

Mr. Ferguson. This was not that series. It wasn’t that free-enter- 
prise series that we are talking about. 

Senator Smira. What was it? 

Mr. Ferguson. It was those scare advertisements. I think you have 
got copies of them. We filed copies with your committee. 

Mr. Moore. We have just sent to the committee room for some of 
the copies of the free enterprise series advertisements. We have a wit 
hess scheduled to testi ify on that subject. but it seems appropriate to 
put them in the record at this time wlule Mr. Ferguson is on the stand. 

Senator Smiru. 1 would like to see them before they go in the 
record. I was trying to determine whether they specifi ically stated 
that they were for any parti ular person or pane or if they were for 
free ente rpl ise or for people who believed in the American w: av, and 
I think the Democrats believe that way as much as the Republica 
of course. 

Mr. Ferevson. Well, I believe in free enterprise. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Ferguson, the bigge 
listed was $1,000 that you tell us, that von 
is In your statement, 

Mr. Ferevson. What did vou say ‘ 

Senator Smirn. I think you said in your statement that your 
biggest contribution was $1,000. . 

Mr. Ferevson. No, I dont’ think I said that. 

Senator Smiru. Or the biggest contribution that you received. 

Mr. Fercvson. What did you say 

Senator Saurn. The biggest contribution that vou received ? 

Mr. Frrevson. I don't think I a that. I said that I received 
$1,000 in my campaign fund from the Hotel and Restaurant Workers 
and Bar ye ague wa Politic al Action. Is that the $1,000? 


7 
i 


Senator Ssirn. Wa the largest contribution that you re- 
elved ? You spoke of som e very snik all contrib utions. 
Mr. Fercvson. I am like Senator Taft. I didn’t receive these co 
tributions direct. I “don’t know what goes to make up the exact 


: . 
amount 1n mv statement here. 
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Senator Smirn. You don’t know who your contributors were ? 

Mr. Fereuson. Well, I think I know most. They are all listed on 
the report filed with the Secretary of State. 

Senator SMITH. What is the largest contribution that was made 
in your campaign, do you recall 4 

Mr. Frreuson. I don’t recall. 

Senator SmirH. Do you have that, Mr. Moore ¢ 

Mr. Frereuson. I know it wouldn't be very much 

Mr. Moorer. The report of receipts of expenditures filed, Mi 
Smith, with the secretary of state of Columbus indicates in Novembet 
1950 the payment of $1,000. I think the same is included there, 

Senator GILLETTE. secretary of the Senate. 

Senator Smiru. | want to ask you about contributions made by 
man by the name of Cyrus Eaton, Sr.. or one that was n ad , a con 
tribution that was made to Laymen Nonpartisan League that was 

upporting vou. Do you know anything about that ¢ 

Mr. Ferevson. I wouldn't know anything about that, personally. 

senator SMITH. Ln other words, you don’t know that the cont 
butions were made to you personally ¢ 

Mr. Frercuson. I don’t know anything that was made to the com 
mittees. 

Senator Smirn. Again, Mr. Ferguson, I am most anxious to get 
the facts. as all of the committee members are, because we are trying 
to get some legislation out. 

We would like to find some way to get away from this everlasting 
name calling of communism and misrepresentations, and you can be 
very helpful to us, and I hope you will continue to be. 

Mr. Fereuson. Well, thank you, Senator Smith. I want to ask the 
ommittee if I can reserve the same right as you granted Senator 
laft vesterday to send in some additional information that we may 
he able to pick up. 

Senator Guterre. Certainly, Mr. Ferguson. 

Mr. Frrouson. And I want to thank all of you for the courtesies 
Vou have extended hit and for allowing me to testify, al dl l do hop 
that sonore eood will come out of thi investigation, and proper 
eoistiation, 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Ferguson, there are a couple of question 
I want to ask, or rather refer to—matters I want to refer to before I 
turn you over to the committee counsel. 

| have been very much concerned in the course ot our il vestigation 
not only in the Ohio matter but in other jurisdictions with the utterly 
farcical nature of the reporting of expenditures as it is practiced. 

Now I have before me the report that you filed with the Secretary of 
the Senate, and also the report filed by Senator Taft in connection 
with the senatorial election out there in Ohio. 

Taft reported that he received $1,800.16 and dispersed $1,532.92. 
You reported that you received $2,270 even and dispersed $2.260 even. 

Reports of that kind, Mr. lerguson and this statement that I am 
making is not directed at vou it is directed at Senator Taft and vou 
and all other candidates that follow these practices. 

The present law requires that every candidate for Senator shall file 
with the Secretary, the Secretary of the Senate 
not less than 10 or more than 15 days before the election and also within 30 days 


thereafter a statement complete as of the day preceding the filing, a correct and 
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itemized account of each contribution received by him or by any person for him 
with his knowledge and consent from any source in aid or support of his candidacy 
for election or for the purpose of influencing the election, together, with the 
name of the person who has made the contribution 

The same act defines a contribution as: 

A gift, subscription, loan, advance or deposit of money or anything of value 
and includes a contract, a promise or agreement whether or not legally enforce 
able to make a contribution. 

Now when this subcommittee receives evidence from Ohio and from 
Maryland and from Iowa to the effect that these candidates file a 
statement that they have spent $1,800, and another one $2,270, the 
total that the v have received or spent, and then evidence is produced 
here running in hundreds of thousands of dollars spent in behalf of 
the candidacy in ‘all of the candidates or by each of the candidates, 
the farcical n: iture of it, the tr: avestyv of it becomes So ap pare nt. 

I just want to ask one question in connection with again asserting 
that I am not directing these remarks at you because you happen to 
be on the stand. I would be glad to direct them to Senator Taft if 
he is coming back here. 

[s it your interpretation of the law, or was it the interpretation that 
Was given to you by those whom vou consulted, that your report of 
$9 970) as the total sum of contributions received with your knowledge 
and consent for your campaign constituted your obligation of re- 
porting under that law 4 

Mr. Ferauson. Yes, sir. Most of the money that I spent, Senator, 
was for gasoline, meals, and hotels going around over the State on my 
personal expenditures. 

Senator Gintterre. Of course the same report, both you and Senator 
Taft in sting your expense ‘s—this is the Ferguson compaign. Your 
preliminary report filed just before election showed contributions of 
S870, and amount disbursed, the contributions listed all money ex 
pended “by me for my traveling and subsistence expenses the sum of 
S870," w ie h of course balanced that account. 

Then the re port that has to be filed within 30 d: ays after election, 
you showed additional sums of monev; the previous report was $870, 
but the total brings it up to vour sum of $2270, and you listed as ex 
pended 50 workers in Cuyahoga County at $10, $500, the executive 
committec SDO00, balance for necessary expenses of yourself, S736. 

And the law does not require you to itemize those personal expenses, 
hut the point is you were advised and it was your understanding that 
vou did not have to report any additional sums as contributions other 
than that which you re ported / 

Mr. Fercuson. That is right. I reported, Senator, everything 
that I received. The moneys that my committee spent, that was re- 
ported by the secretary of the committee. I did not handle that money, 
did not see it and never handled any of j 

Senator GiLLeTrrr. Senator Taft a the same position and fol- 
lowed the same course. You received no contributions as an individual 
candidate from the Democratic National Committee or the Demo- 
cratic senatorial committee ? 

Mr. Frerauson. No, sir, not individually. I think I testified that 
my committee got $5,000 which was re ported in the Ferguson com- 
mittee for Senator 

Senator Gutterre. You say your committee ? 
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Mr. Frereuson. Ferguson for United States Senator committee. 
That was the committee that handled the expenditures that were 
spent in my behalf directly, you see, outside of what was spent by the 
various unions and by the citizens committee in Cleveland, headed by 
former Senator Buckley and one of my former opponents who was on 
the committee, and Allen Reeves was the secretary. Mr. Busch was 
on that committee, too. 

I don’t know where they got their money. I never saw where they 
got their money. Mrs. Smith asked me something about some mone) 
which I received, and 1 don’t know whether he gave them any money 
or not. IT have no way of knowing. 

Senator Gitterre. May | ask you whether you had knowledge of 
that contribution when you filed either of these reports! 

Mr. Ferevson. No, I didn’t have any knowledge of what he did or 
what he didn’t do for me. I know he was favorable toward me, but 
what he did for me, I don’t know. He didn’t do anything directly 
for me. 

Senator Gitterre. The rep: “es by that time within 30 days after t] 
election had been filed with the Sec retary of State, the report of the 
committee. Do you know whether it had been filed by that time / 

Mr. Fercuson. Ido not know whether it was or not. 

Senator GitLerre. But you 

Mr. Ferevuson. I don’t know what went to make up those individual 
items of receipts. I couldn't tell you without looking at the state 
ments that they filed. 

Senator Ginterre. | am not trying to poimt it up by way of criti 

‘ism of vou, Mr. Ferguson, because you have a lot of con pany, both 
Democrats and Republicans, that are following this course of clear ly 
and, in my opinion, sp vecifically negating the purpose and value of the 
law that 1s now on the statute books, and this indicates the need for 
definite and specific action on the part of someone, probably this sul 
committee, In recommending corrective legislati 

May | jt t make one remark ac litional, Tou se ealle ed attention 

is deplorable, in my opinion, - it is becoming 
We appreciate Vol callin &Y attentio) 


That is using the subterfuge of a public-service advertisement, lov 

nd pale: of the people, to put forward some plan, some policy that 

may hot have al political bias and purpo Se, and dedu etl 11 

he mncome-tax returns of the individual as properly dedu ible 
expenditures, 

It has been OrON ing, and this is the first that it has been called 
my attention so glaringly in a political campaign, but it is another 
instance that calls for action in my own personal opinion, and as one 
ieaanhae of the committee I am grateful for your calling our attention 
to it. ; 

Mr. Frereuson. Thank you. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ferguson, during your statement you referred to certain litera 
ture which vou had given to our staff investigators. ] mea like to 
ask vou to identify this ne wspaper page which appears to be a page 
of the Sunday edition, Septembe r 24, 1950, the Columbus Sund: ay 
Dispatch, and in particular the item called to our attention, a column 
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by Carl Ebright entitled “Taft’s Campaign Technique Change Bring 
ng Results.’ 

I direct your attention particularly to the last paragraph of that 
column and ask if that is one of the items, Mr. Ferguson, which you 
had in mind. 

Mr. Ferauson. The reason we gave you that is because it said, “Mr, 
Taft’s tour of some 200 industrial plants of the State certainly has 
done him no harm.” 

[ wanted to show that that was of benefit to him according to this 
newspaper. This is a political column that Mr. Ebright writes in the 
Columbus Dispatch every Sunday, you see. 

Down here, I had forgotten about this other plant, of his going 
through it. 

Mr. Moore. Which plant is that ? 

Mr. Fereuson. This is the Ralston Purina Co. and the J. W. Eshel 
man & Sons Co. and the Container Corp. at Circleville. I had for- 
gotten about him going through those plants. Of course they are in 
cluded I guess in those other pli ints. 

Mr. Moore. You are referr ing specifically, are you not, to the state 
ment that: 

At Circleville, Mr. Taft was received cordially at three plants, the Container 
Corp. of America, the Ralston Purina Co. and the J. W. Eshelman & Sons Co. 


Mr. Fereuson. I said I had forgotten about him going through those 
plants. You see, that article up above there, is said in going through 
those plants he had done himself a lot of good. 

Mr. Moore. It is a fact, is it not, too that according to this com- 
mentator, Senator Taft did address the workers at this particular 


plant ¢ 

Mr. Fereuson. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, may I have this publication marked as 
“Exhibit No. 89.” 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 89,” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. I offer for identification as exhibit No. 90 a newspaper 
clipping from the Youngstown Daily Vindicator of October 27, 1950. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 90” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Moore. I offer a clipping from the Columbus Citizen of Octo 
ber 12, 1950, bearing the caption, “Industrialists back Taft, Lausche,” 
under the byline of Richard L. Maher, and refer to the item par 
ticularly here which states: 

Some industrialists are even trying to arrange meetings at which Democrati« 
Governor Lausche and the Republican Senator Taft will speak jointly. 

The idea was tossed into the open by T. E. Stokes, president of the Porcelain 
Steel Product Co., of Clyde, during a tour of the plant by the Senator. 

Mr. Feroevson. Yes, this is one. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 91” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. As exhibit No. 92 a clipping from the Columbus Dis 
patch, October 12, 1950, relating to an appearance of Senator Taft 
before an audience of student assemblies at five Crawford County 
schools 
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Mr. Fereuson. Yes, sir; I know about that. I protested against it. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 92” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. A clipping also which we obtained _— you, Mr. Fer- 
guson, from the Time magazine, issue of October 30, 1950, relating at 
page 24 to appearances before school audiences. That is exhibit No. 93. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 93” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Moors. Mr. Chairman, to conserve the time of the committee, I 
shall submit the balance of the material on this point submitted to us 
by Mr. Ferguson, consisting of six newspaper clippings which I will 
ask to be ide ntified as exhibit No. 94. 

Senator Gitterre. It is so ordered. 

(The documents referred to above were marked “Exhibit No. 94 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Ferguson, you stated in your direct testimony that 
you had supplied the committee with certain financial data, and I 
believe you referred to that during the course of your colloquy with 
Mrs. Smith. 

L would like to offer, Mr. Chairman, at this time in evidence a com- 
munication from Mr. Ferguson to the committee, to me personally, 
dated November 20, 1951, consisting in essential part of a letter of 
transmittal of the information which Mr. Ferguson read into the 
record during his direct statement. 

Senator Gitterte. It will be received and placed in the record. 

Mr. Moore. That is exhibit No. 95. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 95” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator MOoONRONEY. How long is that # 

Mr. Moore. The letter is a two-page communication, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. It deals with financial interpretation that Mr. 
Ferguson is placing on the Taft expenditures 

Mr. Moore. ‘That is correct. 

Senator MoNRONEY. It Is short. For the purpose of helping to 
clarify the record so that the committee can understand it, I suggest 
that it be printed in the record. 

Senator Giuterre. As part of the stenographic report / 

Senator Monroney. Yes; it is very short and it would help to clar 
ify the somewhat lengthy testimony of Mr. Ferguson. 

Senator Girterre. It will be included in the stenographic report. 

(The letter above referred to is as follows :) 

DEPARTMENT OF AUDITOR OF STATE, 
Columbus, November 20, 1951. 
Hon. JoHn P. Moore, 


106 Senate Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Mr. Moore: Pursuant to your recent request, I am outlining briefly the 
activities I believe should be considered by the Senate subcommittee investi 
gating the Ohio 1950 senatorial campaign. 

1. Excessive expenditures reported made in behalf of Senator Taft in his 
campaign for reelection. 

2. Activities of individuals, organizations, and other groups supporting Sena 
tor Taft involving expenditures of a considerable amount of money, which were 
not reported as campaign expenditures as required by law. 

3. Advertising and other activities designed to influence the outcome of the 
election, reporting of which is not required by law. 
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Regarding expenditures made by Senator Taft, his committees, and others 
in his behalf to influence the election, it is a matter of record that a total of 
$3,107,509.61 was disbursed for various activities, propaganda, and advertising 
to promote Senator Taft’s reelection. Additional expenditures totaling an esti 
mated $2,000,000 were not reported. This makes a grand total of over $5,000,000 

The total of $3,107,509.61 listed above, includes : 

(a) Expenditures reported to the secretary of state of Ohio by the Taft and 
Republican organizations (all duplications have been deducted) ; 

(b) Expenditures not reported to the secretary of state but filed instead wit} 
county boards of elections, Contrary to law; 

An estimated cost of a full page advertising campaign, conducted 
ll! Ohio daily newspapers, to influence the reelection of Senator Taft 
page advertisements were started early in the campaign and con 
to run two or three times weekly until election day. This advertising 
reported as a campaign expense anywhere 
The unreported expenditure of approximately $2,000,000, listed above, includ 
ose of individuals, organizations, corporations, and other groups sponsori: 
i nd mailing literature. It also includes the furnishing of enter 


other inducements for the purpose 
i 


aking engagements 


comparison of the expenditures of the Republican and the Dem 


| candidates, I am enclosing an accounting of all moneys syx 


my behalf by all individuals and committees. You will note that these cam 
gn e\penditures total $107,004.94, as compared with more than 85,G00,00G0 
lfaft’s behalf 
all fairness to Senator Taft, I believe it should be considered that some o 
expenditures may have been made without his knowledge or consent. At 
I should like to think th is the cnse 
was my contention ng the campaign, and I still hold to the belief, that 
‘ } F mpi iW taken over in a large measure by certain favor 
seeking individuals a reanizations, both in and out of Ohio, who were dete! 
mined in thi eis verwhelming the Democratie candidate throug! 


undonbtedly, render 


fuditor of State 


Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman. I would lke to offer seriatim as ex 
hibits No. 96, 97, 98, and 99 the statements of receipts and expendi 
iled he secretary of state in Columbus. 
the statement of the Ferguson for United State 
(C‘ommittee. ‘] hat. as Mr. Fereuson pointed out in his clirect 
iy, Shows a total expenditure of $38,489.30, 
Senator Gitterre. That is a photostatic copy / 
Mr. Moore. That is correct. 
Senator Giuterre. It will be received. 
(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 96,” 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
Mr. Moorr. As exhibit No. 97, this isa photostatic copy 
lar statement filed by the Citizens Committee for Ferguson, showing 
celpts a id disbursements of $30,596. 
ator GILLETTE, That will he received for the record. 
(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 972° and 
will he found 1M the files of the subcommittee. ) 
Moorr. As exhibit No. 98, the statement. of receipts and ex 
litures of the Farmers for Ferguson Committee, showing total 


re elpts and disbursements of $21,118.80 
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Senator Gitterre. That will likewise be received as part of the 
record. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 98." and 
will be found in the files of the subeommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Finally, the report of the Democratic State execu 
tive committee, showing receipts and expenditures of $38,922.88 

Senator Giuterre, That will be received as part of the record, 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exbibit No. 992° 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mir. Moore. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the staff of the subceom 
mittee I would like also to present for identification summaries which 
we have attempted to make of the expenditures and receipts O} 
behalf of Mr. Ferguson, both earmarked and unearmarked contribu 
tions received by him and by committees for him. 

1 would like to state also for the record. particularly in heht of 
the summary made for us by Mr. Fereuson and his staff, that there 
are discrepancies between what we have found and what he has 
found. I don’t think it is pr etic at it the present time in this hear- 
nea to attempt to recone ile the areas of e el that we detect here. but 

I think that it would be best that the neni show our own analyses 
in that respect alongside Mr. Ferguson’s, and, of course, in any final 
report that vou W rite on this subject the matter will be reconciled. 

Senator Guterre. These are tabulations that have been made by 
our staff? . 

Mr. Moorr. That is correct, and I offer this as exhibit No. 100, 
consisting of. on the first page, a summary of the financial tabulation 
of committees on behalf of Ferguson, earmarked and wnearmarked: 

) 4 a financial ¢t: estate of laber political action cormmiit 
tees on behalf of Ferguson and other Democratic candidates: and 
finally a tabulation of Ferguson committees, let us sav the nonlabor 
committees, the one whose receipts and expenditures have just beet 
submitted here. Certainly these will be on file for examination by 
\Ir. Fereuson. 

Mr. I) RGUSON, | would like 1o check these to see where the differ 
ence Is. 

Senator Ginterre. The tabniations suggested by counsel and la 
beled “Exhibit 100° will be received as part of the record. 

(The documents referred to were marked as “Exhibit No, 100.” and 
vill be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. As exhibit No. 101, IT would like to offer, Mr. Chair- 
Hiab. a tabulation indicating disbursements made by the Ferguson 
for United States Senate Committee, the Citizens Committee for Fer 
guson, and the Farmers for Ferguson under the headings of radio. 

rinting. and advertising. 

For the Ferguson for United States Senate Committee the state 
ment indieates for radio expendi itures of ap proximately S12.000, 
printing approximately $2,000, advertising ap proximate ‘ly 86500, 

For the Citizens Committee for Ferguson it indicates, for radio, 
ipproximately $2,000, television approximately $1,500, printing ap 
proximately 82,500, 

For the Farmers for Ferguson it indicates printing approximately 
89.000 and for postage S12,000, 


Senator Gitterre. These tabulations were also made by our stafl 
from the records ? 


21644 
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Mr. Moore. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterre. They will be received. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 101” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommitte. ) 

Mr. Moore. One final exhibit in the nature of a summary and 
analysis of reports and contributions is this boldiatian which was 
prepared by the staff, indicating a breakdown by the major counties, 
by 10 major counties, in the State of Ohio of contributions and dis 
bursements filed not in Columbus, the capital, with the secretary of 
state, but with the county organizations pursuant to the State law, 
which requires filing for pure ‘ly local campaigns with the local board 
of elections. This we offer in evidence in exhibit No. 102. 

Senator Giuterre. Without objection, this will be rece ived. 

(The document above referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 102” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. I would like also, Mr. Chairman, to offer in evidence a 
communication received by the committee addressed to you, Mr. Chair- 
man, bearing date of October 28,1950, signed by Joseph T. Ferguson, 
Democratic candidate for United States Senator, and a further com- 
munication dated October 31, 1950, addressed also to you, Mr. Chair- 
man, signed by Mr. Ferguson, in which he makes complaints concern- 
ing what he refers to as the “colossal expenditures that have been made 
and are being made and will be made up to and including November 7 
to attempt to obtain the reelection of Senator Robert A. Taft.” 

Senator Gittetre. At the suggestion of one of the members of the 
subecommittee—and I think it is a proper one—those will be made part 
of the stenographic report. 

Mr. Moorr. And they will be printed in the text? 


Senator Gitterre. Without objection, that will be done. 

(The two telegrams referred to above were marked for identifica 
tion as “Exhibit 103.” and read as follows. The orginals are to be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 


CoLuMeBUS, OHIO, October 28, 1950 
Senator Guy GILLETTE, 
Chairman, Care Leroy Rader 
Fairfar Hotel, Apartment 602, 2100 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. 

I urge you as chairman to direct your committee to come into Ohio at once and 
investigate the colossal expenditures that have been made and are being made 
and will be made up to and including November 7 to attempt to obtain the 
eelection of Senator Robert A. Taft. 

In the past the Senate has denied a seat to Frank L. Smith of Illinois 
Newberry of Michigan, and Vare of Pennsylvania for exessive expenditures in 
campaign although no such expenditures exceed $300,000. This figure is dwarfe: 
by the flood of Taft money now rolling over Ohio. Only your committee with 
its investigators can run to earth the individuals, leagues, and committee operat 
ing quietly in every corner of the State in behalf of Mr. Taft. 

I have asked Mr. Taft to join with me in this request to apply to both our 
expenditures in the interest of good government and honest elections. He has 
refused. 

JOSEPH T,. FERGUSON, 
Democratic Candidate for United States Senator. 
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CoLuMsBuUs, OH10, October 31, 1950. 
Senator Guy GILLETTE, 
Care Leroy Rader Council Senate Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

I urge that your investigators of the excessive expenditures made by the Taft 
forces include the expenditures made in behalf of Taft's candidacy by the Timken 
Roller Bearing Co. (a corporation) contrary to law. I also urge that your 
investigators compute the totals which reach close to $1 million of other illegal 
corporate contributions to Mr. Taft’s campaign. Ohio corporations are paying 
wages to their employees while these employees are captive audiences for the 
Taft campaign nevertheless these corporations expect to use these wages paid 
to assist the Taft campaign as income deductions under the pleas that they are 
regular wage payments. 

JosEepH T. FERGUSON. 

Mr. Moore. With respect to these documents to which I have just 
referred—and I show them to you, Mr. Ferguson—I would like to 
ask: It is a fact, is it not, that at that time you had no information 

except information gained by general observation of the amount of 
money that was, that had been “collected and was bei ‘Ing spent in the 
State of Ohio? 

Mr. Fereuson. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. For the Taft Senate committees. And it is a fact, 
is it not, that was prepared by you or at your direc tion! 

Mr. Fereuson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Will counsel yield? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Have you at any time ever asked this committee 
not to proceed further with your request for an investigation 

Mr. Frercuson. I don’t recall that I have, Senator. I just thought 
perhaps the matter was dropped. 

Senator Monroney. You thought what ? 

Mr. Frereuson. I thought perhaps the matter was dropped after the 
election. 

Sentaor Monroney. It was decided, I believe—at what date was it— 
that we would go to Ohio. 

Mr. Fercuson. First I think you set it, back last August, didn’t you? 

Senator Monroney. Before that. 

Senator Gruterre. Before that. 

Senator Monroney. It was decided, as I recall, in April or May. 

Senator Smirx. March, I believe. 

Senator Monronery. I know it was was early that we decided to go 
in, but we had other work ahead of us which was then in progress. but 
you never asked this committee to drop the matter / 

Mr. Frrcuson. No; I never asked you to drop it after I once filed 1 

Senator Monroney. You are glad we are following through on your 
complaints, which you make, and also the request Senator Taft made 
that we look into the Ohio case; is that right ? 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest that the clerk 0 
counsel provide that date when we decided to have the Ohio hearings 
for the printed copy of the hearings 4 

Senator Gitterre. The minutes will show that. 

Mr. Moore. Do you wish to have the record so indicate, Mrs. Smith / 

Senator Smirn. Yes. 
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Mr. Moore. Mr. Ferguson, in your direct statement you mi ade refe) 
ence to the tendency to create committees which I think you labeled 
as spur ious committees. 

L would like to ask you: Is it not a fact that the membership of the 
Farmers for Ferguson Committee was notable for the absence of bona 
fide farm representatives / 

Mr. Frercuson. No; I would not say that. The president of the 
Farmers for Ferguson Committee was Mr. Brown, | think, from up 
around Napoleon, and Clarence Nathan, of Hilliards, I think he was 
treasurer—secretary, I mean—and Joe Victor was connected with it in 
on advisory capacity, I think, and different ones. That pamphlet will 

how who the committee was. 

Mr. Moore. But it is a fact, is not not. Mr. Ferguson, that none of 
the receipts shown by that committee came from sources close to 
farming ¢ 

Mr. I} RGUSON,. | don’t know. I didn’t handle any of those funds. 

Mr. Moorr. But show you this document, whie h has previously 
been identified as exhibit No. 98, and ask you if it isn’t true that all of 
the contributions there indicated were received from labor sources by 
the Farmers for Ferguson Committee. 

Mr. Fercuson. According to the financial statement, they were. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Ferguson, did vou make any use of the document 
which has been previously identified here by Senator Taft as a 
speaker's handbook, : ‘black book? Did vou make anv use of that 
in connection wi peech hich you render during the course of 

unpaign f 
Krerauson. I thi icked out some items out of that 
ip SOl peer Nes, 
\Loore. Was you. sir, nsulted in the preparation of eithe 
publications / 
“erGusON. No, 
Moors 


VO 


KF ERGI 


Mir. Moore. 


Senator GiLLerrr. Senator Hennings. 


Senator Hennines. I don't know whether this is orderly progress 
with the identification of vour ¢ xhibits, but it ria s be 
vel ‘ » The name of Mr. ( Cyrus Eaton has been mentioned. I seem 
to reeall that Mr. Eaton was many vears ago chairman of the board 
of the Cleveland Trust or the Union Trust Co., I think, of that city. 
Mr. Fercuson. I dont know, I couldn't swear to it. 
Senator Hennineés. Did he have any connection with Otis & Co., 
ities and investme nt concern ¢ 
FERGUSON. | think he did, according to the hewspapers, 
snines. That is the Cyrus Eaton we have heard about 
v from Cleveland, Ohio 4 
Kercuson. Yes, sir. 
Senator Hennings. Do you know the gentleman ? 
Mr. Frrevson. I didn’t know him, only later in the campaign, | 
knew of hima lot. I didn’t know a lot of those moneyed boys in Ohio, 
despite the fact that I have been State auditor for 15 years. 
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Senator Henninos. Hasn’t he promoted a number of things in the 
Cleveland area, perhaps some real-estate developments in his associa- 
tion with b: anking and finance for many years ¢ 

Mr. Frroavuson. I couldn't tell you from factual knowledge, but 
from the papers, I think he has. 

Senator Hennineas. He is not connected with the labor movement, 
as far as you know? 

Ir. Ferauson. I didn’t think so. 

Senator Hennines. The Cyrus Eaton I have known of for many 
years is a well-known banker 

Mr. Fereuson. That is right. 

Senator Henninos. And financier, or at least was. 

Mr. Fereuson. I think so. 

Senator Henninos. Thank you. 

Senator Monroney. While we are on the subje ct of this Py Ot 
I would like to know—did you use any of the material from the han 
book in the campaign declaring that Senator Taft had voted even 
against a 65-cent-an-hour minimum wage ¢ 

Mr. Frerauson. Senator, I can't recall just all of the things that 
I did use out of that book, but I probably did, but T will find out and 
look at some of the speeches I made and submit additional letters 
to you on it, 

Senator Monroney. The committee is interested in the search for 
corrective legisla tion to find w: LVS if we can to prevent the deliberate 
misrepresentation of the way any candidate has voted. We feel 
the public is entitled to the truth and facts, and the facts in the 
65-cent-an hour vote were very clear if anvone had taken the trouble 
to do independent research on it that Senator Taft was for a T5-cent 
an-hour minimum wage, but the way it was presented in the speaker's 
handbook made it look 
wave. 

Mr. Frercuson. I made some speeches that [ read and I made some 
speeches extemporaneously. I would be very olad to go bag k through 


| 
like he was even against a 65-cent-an-hour 


my files and read some of those speeches | read because those would 
be the ones that would contain any reference | made to any excerpts 
out of that black book, and I will be very glad to submit them down 
to you. 

Senator Monroney. Don’t vou think it would be a pretty good idea 
if we could have the candidate himself at least re by on his own research 
group or somebody working directly under him to verify the fact 
inca npaigns of the material that he uses / 

Mr. Fercuson. Well, we don’t have the money to do those t! 

We never got the money to do those things. 

Senator Monronry. It would require the Congressional Record 
for that day, could be purchased for 10 cents or something like that, 
to get that material and have it so that it wouldn’t be misrepresented. 
[ am sure you didn’t intentionally want to misrepresent the issue in 
the campaign, but you relied on other material which did misrepresent 
actual, factual voting records, and those things are most difficult to 
reach in a campaign. 

But this committee, if it can find some way of presenting facts 
rather than fiction in voting records, it would certainly be helpful 
in cleaning up our election processes. , 





114 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


Mr. Fereuson. I will be glad to submit a letter and let you know 
what I said along that line. 

Senator Monronry. Would you include also what represent: vs 
you used in regard to public housing, the public-housing record « 
Senator Taft? 

Mr. Frerauson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Which is pretty well known in Washington, 
that he has been an advocate of public housing. 

Mr. Ie ERGUSON, He | has been what ¢ 

Senator MONRONEY. An advocate of } yublic housing. 

Mr. Fercuson. I will be very gl: iedaahs it. 

Senator Gitterre. Senator Monrone ‘v has put his finger on a matte) 
of extreme importance to the membe rs of the subcommittee, and I hop 
that you will cooperate with him. 

We are not quite through with you, Mr. Ferguson. Counsel wants 
to ask you some more questions, but it is time to recess for noon. 

The committee will rise and reassemble at 2 o'clock, at which time 
we will finish with you and then Mr. Jacob Clayman will follow you 
on the omaene stand. 

The photographers were promised they would have an opportunity 
to take pictures, so if you will just hold your seat there a little while, 
they will take the pictures. 

(Whereupon, at 12:15 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 

2 p.m., of this same day. ) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Gitterre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Mr. Ferguson, we had not quite completed the interrogation of you 
by committee counsel, and possibly there will be other questions by 
members of the subcommittee. 


Mor. Moore. would you proceed, 
TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH T. FERGUSON—Resumed 


Mr. Moore. Thank you, Senator. 
Referring, Mr. Ferguson, in respect to the recapitulation this mort 
y which you rave on the record of your al aly sis of total expend 
by the Taft supporters in the 1950 campaign, I would like to 
ce you back to that for just a moment and ask you this question: 
The total figures which you have as being known expenditures for 
‘Taft come to $3,107.509.61 ; is that not correct / 
Mr. Freravuson. Well, we have $1,200,000 in that that we estimate 
for that advertising. 
Mr. Moorr. Yes; but n ny que stion is, It isa fact, is it not, that youl 
total known expendi tures fivure is the sum of $3,107.509.61 7 
Mr. I’ ERGUSON. Yes, Sl 
Mr. Moorr. Now ~ ag that is made up of the following figures. 
is it not: A grand total of all listings with the secretary of state of 
$2,122, 832.91 ¢ 
Mr. Ferauson. That is right. 
Mr. Moore. Item No. 1, that is. Now you deducted from that figur 
S2.122.832.91 the sum of 8981.477.30; is that correct ? 
Mr. Frreuson. That is right. 





INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 115 


Mr. Moorr. Now what does that deduction consist of ? 

Mr. Feravson. That deduction consists of money that was sent out 
to the various county groups from the Republican headquarters to 
the Republican committees and to the congressional candidates, et 
cetera, as shown by the expense accounts that we saw, and if we didn’t 
deduct that from these figures up here, it would be a duplication, so 
you can’t count a receipt twice, neither can you count an expenditure 
Lwice. 

In other words, to give you an example, if Bill Jones gives me $100 
and I report that as a receipt and I se nd it to some ‘body down in Perry 
( ‘ounty or some p lace and I report that as ane xpe nditure, well then 
this fellow goes down and spends it for me down in Perry County, 
we will savy, and if we didn’t take these deductions, we would be 
reporting S200 for SLOO, 

Mr. Moorr. But it is not only to take into account the committee 
transfers, is it, that you have these three deductions here / 

Mr. Frreuson. Yes: those are transfers really. 

Mr. Moore. Transfers solely ? 

Mr. Frereuson. Yes: transfers from the main office to a branch 
fice, we will say. 

Mr. Moorr. And is it your view that those items are not properly 
chargeable or allocable to Senator Taft ¢ 

Mr. Frercuson. I wouldn't charge them to him because you have 
already charged them up here. 

Mr. Moore. That gives you a total figure of $1,204,355.61—is that 
not correct /—which you contend is the actual sum expe nile d on behalf 
of Senator Taft? 

Mr. Frercvuson. With the legal expenditures deducted. 

Mr. Moore. With the legal expenditures deducted and as filed with 
the Secretary of State? 

Mr. Frereuson. Yes, si 

Mr. Moore. Now, [think we ean do this quickly, Let’s take the next 
two items. You have added to that $1,200,000 figure the sum roughly 
of $700,000, and another sum of $1.200,000, 

Now, that first figure of $703,154 represents the reports you say 
which are filed in counties ? 

Mr. Ierauson. In various counties that should ave been filed 
with the Secretary of State rather than the counties. 

Mr. Moorr. Why in your view should that be charged to Senator 
Taft ? 

Mr. Frerauson. Because those figures were not reported in Colum 
bus. It was used chiefly in behalf of Mr. Taft’s campaign. 

Mr. Moorr. Yes, but how do you know that ? 

Mr. Fercuson. Well, we checked the expenses, and it showed that on 
the expense accounts as filed in those counties. 

Mr. Moore. Of the expense accounts filed in the counties? Is that 
specific under State laws / 

Mr. Frreuson. No; they should have filed them with the Secretary 
of State, but a lot of the county chairmen, both Democrats and Re- 
publicans, just filed them with the county board of elections. 

Mr. Moore. Is it your testimony then that this $703,154 figure con- 
tains no element of estimate on your part ¢ 
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Mr. Fercauson. Oh, we got here a report on filing counties indicating 
expenditures made chiefly in behalf of the Taft campaign. They 
might vary a little. 

Mr. Moore. Do you think, Mr. Ferguson, it would be possible for 
us to have for the use of the staff your work sheets on arriving at that 
particular figure é 

Mr. Fereauson. Yes, sir: we would be very glad to send them down 
to you. 

Mr. Moore. I wonder if we could agree that you will do that, say, 
within a period of 10 days or 2 weeks following the close of the 
hearings ? 

Mr. Fereuson. Yes, sir. I also woule i do this for the committee if 
they would wish me to do it. I coul ld write to the board of elections Lhh 
the various counties over the State and ask them to supply you or me, 
and then me supply vou the copies of the actual expenditures filed by 
the ag oer committees in the various counties. 

Mr. Moore. That will be fine, too, if we could have that. 

Mr. Frerauson. I think that would be one way that the committee 
could get the actual expenditures of both sides. 

Mr. Moore. You will undertake to do that, Mr. Ferguson? 

Mr. Frerouson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Thank you. 

Now, the final item there of $1.200,000—am I correct 4 is entirely 
an estimate 

Mr. Frereuson. Yes, sir; we said that. 

Mr. Moore. Yes. Now, can you tell me and describe for the com 
mittee how you arrived at that estimate of 31,200,000 4 

Mr. Fercuson. Well, we checked with advertising experts, and that’s 
the way they arrived at it. Mr. Doyle checked with advertising ex 
perts for me. That is what they figured it would amount to. 

Mr. Moore. By that. you mean that all of the institutional advertis 
ing is estimated to have cost $1,200,000 ¢ 

Mr. Frroauson. Ac cording to their estimates. yes. 

Mr. Mi ORE. Could you be more specific on that, Mr. Ferguson, as 
to the identity ot the advert Ses who were contacted ¢ 

Mr. Frereuson. | pe rsonally couldn't. Mr. Doyle was the one that 
talked to them. ] a 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the subcommittee is desi 
ous of having Mr. Doyle te stify to that point 

Senator Giuerrr. Is Mr. Doy le the gentleman sitting beside Mr 
Ferguson 2 

Mr. Frerevson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moorpr. He has not heen sworn, however, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gittrerre. Will there be any objection to this on the part 
of the committee ? 

Senator SmirxH. Is Mr. Doyle Mr. Ferguson’s campaign manage 

Mr. Frerevson. No. 

Senator GILLeTTr. Your attorney / 

Mr. Frerecuson. No: he is mv secretary. 

Mr. Doyie. Executive secretary. 

Senator Gituetre. All right, stand and be sworn, Mr. Doyle. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give in the 
matter in hearing before this subeommittee shall be the truth, the 
whole truth. and nothing but the truth, SO help you God / 
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Mr. Doyte. I do. 

Senator GruteTre. All right, Mr. Counsel, direct your questions, if 
you wish, to Mr. Doyle. 

First, will you give — name ? 

Mr. Doyre. Clarence J. Doyvle—D-o-y-l-e. 

Senator Gitterre. And your residence ¢ 

Mr. Doyir. Columbus, Ohio. 

Senator GILLerre. In w hat capacity are you appe: 

Mr. Dorie. Secretary of the Office of Auditor of 

Senator GILLErTe. aced Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Doyle. with respect to this figure of $1,200,000, 
Mr. Ferguson has, as you heard. testified that that figure was obtained 
as a result of contacting advertising experts. 

Mr. Dorie. That is right. 1] - tell you how we arrived at 

Moore. Prelimina: 
experts ¢ 

Mr. Dorie. IT ealled them by telephone first and 
to them In person about some other matters. an 


ry to that, vou contacted the advert! 


d this matter came up 
afterward. It is a simple matter. We have, I think, 99 daily news 
papers in Ohio. I called this advertising agency and asked them—I 
don’t recall the exact dates, but I believe was from March 17 to 
November 1, the dates I gave them to Rania sa what it would cost to 
run a full-page advertisement twice one week and three times the 
low ing week, on alternate weeks—two times. the other 
be three times—on all Ohio daily newspapers and give me a total cost 
on it. This is the cost they gyave me. 

They didn't use these specific advertisements that 


fol 


weeks if would 


hiave 
ferred to asa basis of this figure, but they used a full page, the 
advertising price of a full-page advertisement, which these 
course. They were all full-page. 
Mr. Moorr. At the time vou mat le this 1 Nquiry, did vou hav 
of all of those so-called institutional acdvertiseme nts ¢ 
Mr. Doytr. Not eee sil’, 


Mr. Moorr. So that your inquiry to them was based upon your ow 


recollection of the number and the frequency of the institutional ads 
Mr. Doyrie. We were very positive, Mr. Moore. that they were run, 

as | said. about two or three times every week, and 1 l nearly all Ohio 

an newspapers, starting along in March some co and running 
hit 5 Amt ng tag 


/ 


Mr. Moore. Is there an Vv element of e xpense 1n here other than inst 
tutional advertising in that $1.200.000 figure 

Mr. Doynr. No, sir: that includes—the $1,200,000 
just this institutional advertising we referred to. 

Mr. Moorr. I see. How recently was that check made with the 
vertising people ? 

Mr. Dorie. I don’t recall exactly, but I think it was some time after 
the election and prior to Christmas. I should say sometime along the 
latter part of November probably. 

Senator Monroney. Before you leave that—were you through with 
that ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Were you certain all these advertisements ran 
in all these daily papers ? 

Mr. Doyze. All but one or two. 


fivure includes 


] 
ad- 
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Senator Monroney. That had been checked definitely; had it? My 
impression was it was run in certain newspapers and not generally in 
every newspaper in the State. 

Mr. Dorie. No, as far as we knew—we didn’t check them every 
day, day in and day out; but, as far as we knew, they ran in nearly all 
daily newspapers. 

Senator Monroney. From mid-March 

Mr. Dorie. March 17, I believe, Senator. I may be wrong on the 
date, I will have to check the files. 

Senator Monroney. Two times one week and three times the next 
week ? 

Mr. Dorie. That is right; that is about right. 

Senator Monroney. You are sure of those figures, as to the total 
number of Ohio daily newspapers and as to the total number of ads 
run each week ? 

Mr. Doyie. I am reasonably sure. We didn’t check every Ohio 
paper daty in and day out. 

Senator Monroney. We are trying our best to get these figures. 

Mr. Dori. Every paper we picked up would have those ads in, you 
see. I think it would be a very easy matter to check that, and will 
be glad to do it. 

Senator Monroney. How many daily papers do you have ? 

Mr. Doy.e. Ninety-eight. 

Senator Monroney. It wouldn't be so easy to check all the issues 
every week from March to November. 

Mr. Dorie. You would have to write each newspaper and get their 
records. 

Senator Monroney. That is all; thank you. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Doyle, inasmuch as the last two figures do repre- 
sent at least in part a certain basis of estimate, do you not agree that 
the caption there, “Total Known Expenditures for Taft,” is to that 
extent misleading ¢ 

Mr. Dorie. No; I wouldn’t say that exactly. We estimated the 
$1,200,000; we know that a considerable sum of money was spent for 
that purpose. That is known, and it is also known, as we have in the 
report there, that that is estimated, vou see. 

Now, that may be over, maybe a few dollars one way or the other; 
it may be as much as $10,000 or $15,000, without getting some auditors 
on the job, but I think that is a fair figure. 

Mr. Moore. But it does represent a combination of reported figures 
plus estimates of additional items of expense—your own estimates / 

Mr. Dore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. On top of that figure of $3,107,509.61, Mr. Ferguson in 
his testimony this morning has added approximately $2 million—is 
that not correct?—and then he gives a total statement of some $5 
million alleged to have been spent on behalf of Senator Taft? 

Mr. Dorie. You mean on the $200,000 or the $2 million ? 

Mr. Moorr. The $2 million. 

Mr. Dorie. That isan approximate figure, an estimate. 

Mr. Moore. That is made up of what in general ? 

Mr. Doyir. That was made up of the advertising done by corpora 
tions and not reported, literature sent out by organizations and in- 
dividuals that wasn’t reported, and an estimate of the cost of various 
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manufacturing concerns that had Taft rallies that were not reported 
as Campaign expenses. 

Mr. Moors. Now, just to focus a moment on the first item of man- 
ufacturing costs not reported—rather, advertising costs—does that 
again—do you think/—include any aspect of the institutional ad- 
vertising ¢ 

Mr. Doyie. No; the advertisement was actually signed by various— 
like Timken Roller Bearing, Republic Steel, et cetera—not reported 
as Campaign expenditures. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, right there might I ask Mr. Fer- 
guson another question’ I was not clear where you got this $5 mil- 
lion figure, Mr. Ferguson. Could it be that the headline in this edi- 
tion of the Chronicle, Cincinnati, Ohio, Friday morning, September 
29, 1950, gave you any ideas as to the estimate of $5 million for Taft? 

Mr. Frereuson. I never saw that paper until now. 

Senator Smirn. You have never seen it / 

Mr. Frerauson. I never saw it. 

Senator Smiru. Then you did not get your $5,000,000 figure from 
there ¢ 

Mr. Fercuson. No, ma’am. [First time I ever saw that paper. 

Mr. Moors. Mr. Doyle, I would like to call your attention to exhibit 
87, introduced yesterday during Senator Taft’s interrogation, and I 
would like you to confirm the staff’s $1,804,000, roughly, just to indi- 
cate for the benefit of the record at thie point the area of disagreement 
between your figures and our own. 

Mr. Dorie. No; we do not quite—as a matter of fact, you get more 
than what is actually filed than we get here. I think we made more 
deductions, through, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moorr. What do you mean ?/ 

Mr. Doyte. For instance—I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Moore. Go ahead. 

Mr. Doyte. I noticed here that you made deductions for Franklin 
County Taft-for-Senator Committee, $1,200; Ashland Taft-for Sen- 
itor Committee, $300. I have in our report here the grand total of 
contributions made from the Ohio Republican Finance Committee 
totaling $447,977. I do not find that figure on your chart. 1 think 
that we made more deductions from the actual figures—we made more 
deductions as duplications than you are showing here. 

Mr. Moore. And we made no effort to allocate expenditures re- 
ported by the State groups to Senator Taft’s campaign; is that cor- 
rect ¢ 

Mr. Doyie. You do make—yes; you do make a deduction here of 
$372,000. 

Mr. Moorr. That was where / 

Mr. Doyie. Where we have a deduction for that same purpose of 
$447,000. So, there is a difference there. Could I ask you a question ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Dorie. I was just curious. You check this. I wondered if you 
did the same way we did in each of the counties to get the figures from 
the county boards of elections 

Mr. Moore. No; unfortunately, we were not in position to do so. 

Mr. Dorie. Perhaps that would account for the difference. Maybe 
we ran across something then that you did not. 
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Mr. Moore. T think probably, Mr. Chairman, this sufficiently indi- 
cates the position we took on the record this morning that it does re 
quire much further work in the way of analysis and clarification of 
these heures, which would be very cliffi ‘ult to do on the record, but | 
think we have indicated by this examination that there are fairly 
substantial areas of disagreement and figures which do require further 
] ] 
heckine. 

Senator Gritetre. Yes, as to their accuracy, but as to the purpose 
‘or Which we are using them, it is sufficient to ) poi nt them out, possibly, 

Mr. Moorr. Yes. 

l have qu ne further question relating to the analysi Ss s of the 
xpenditures which vou claim were made by the Ferguson-for-Sen ator 


] 


‘ommittees. 1 be { 


lieve we agreed with vour figure of 892.370.3535 whiel 


] 
' 
bee! specifically reported a earmarked for Mr. Ferguson. 


Nir. ] OYLE., Yes: t] at is ae 


) 

Mr. Moore. I would like to direct your attention to your analysis 

der the « awption “Labor group * and ask you if it is not a fact that 
you have there attempted to pick out from the reports filed by the 
labor roups spe ific items which you conte ii are directly chargeable 
Lo Mr. Ferguson. 

Mr. DoyLr. Yes, Mr. Moore. These heures that are listed here wer 
on the records, the actual records, in the secret: ry ot Sti ate’s ottlce 
We sim ply recopied these figures from the records th: it were filed. 

Mr. M ORE. It is a fact—is it not—that the total amount of con- 

i with the offlee of the se retary of state in Columbus 
ZAtiONS Comes to SB28.809.66, as indicated by our exhibit 


. ] - ‘ 
iced this morning 4 


is the total, Mr. Moore, filed by these labor groups; 


Ir. Moore. That correct 

Mr. Dorrie. In ur exhibit. Well, of course. that is for evervon 

Mr. Moore. That is for evervone. . 

May asi ou this: Did vou attempt to take from that figure of 
eZus.000 a certain ecihe item cline tly hag able to Mr. l-ergusol 

Mr. Dorie. Oh. ves. absolutely : ves.’ 

Mir. Moorr. What was the proportion 

Mr. Dorie. L would say pretty close it. It would hit about 45 

ercent. | imagine—about 45 percent. 

Mir. Moore. About to» percent ‘ 

Mr. DOYLE. Mavbe L-} the C3 | ani just taki ne a quick gues 

1" TO total listings, they had 877,105; 

332.858. The A. I. of L.. for instance. 

total of STO75O, : ‘erguson’ s share of that, in that listing, 

s15.000. However. DS Ir, of Li. also contributed another 

S17.000 for. l belie ve or SLT.000 for these Various Ferguson activi 

ties. So, the ClO and A. F. of L.. I think, contributed about the same 
amount from their totals. 

Of course, as I understand it, these labor groups are also interested 
in the local candidates, local issues, in the various communities, where 
some of this money was used that had no connection with the Fergu- 
son campaign at all. So we only took the exact figures that they had. 

Mr. Moore. Do you not agree, though, that Mr. Ferguson may have 
been the principal beneficiary of the expenditures made | ry the labor 
organizations ¢ 
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Mr. Dorie. Not the total expenditures—no, definitely netsh 
itely not. For instance, there were some local campaigns, local 1 
sues like city tax, for instance. Labor unions in Ohio particularly are 
opposed to city income taxes. And in the various communities that 
thing has been pretty widespread in Ohio. It is becoming an issue 
in various communities in Ohio, and the labor groups do op past e 
it to some extent. And in this particular election some of this money 
I believe, was spent on those instances like that. 

Senator Monroney. It would not be a city election at the same 
time that there would be a national and State election 4 

Mr. Doytr. There was no city elections. Bond issues that were 
up, school levies, and that sort of thing were up at that time. They 
were entirely local. 

Mr. Moore. It is a fact, is it not, that even if we were to assume that 
Mr. Ferguson was the beneficiary of all the expenditures made by 
Labor, the addition to Mr. Ferguson’s total would not be apprec- 
iably increased ¢ 

Mr. Dorie. It would not be. The addition then to Mr. Fergu- 
son’s total would not be appreciably increased, I do not think, by 
more than about—— 

Mr. Moore. No, no, I mean, we have already established that they 
were expended or filed as expended, reports aggregating $228,000, 
roughly, is that correct ? 

Mr. Doyite. That is right. 

Mr. Moorr. We have already established that the sum of $99,000 
is shown by the files in Columbus to have been reported as expended 
directly by Senator or Mr. Ferguson’s committees. 

Mr. Dorie. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. So that the total is in excess of $300,000, is that not 
correct / 

Mr. Dorie. I imagine that it would be just roughly in my mind 
figuring that up—I have not figured it out—is that the figure that 
vou arrived at ? 

* Mr. Moorr. About $318,000. 

Mr. Dorie. You used the total 99,000, 77,000, 70, and then these 
various smaller listings, is that right ¢ 

Mr. Moors. What I— 

Mr. Dorie. 1 think all we can arrive at here at the time is just a 
general agreement on most of this stuff. It really would take a corps 
of auditors some time to really go down and get the exact figures to 
be able to swear under oath that you are positively right, I suspect, 
but I think substantially we arrive at pretty much the same figures 
with the exception that you have, I noticed here on one of your 
exhibits here, you have quite a listing there for these county organiza- 
tions, adding them in as Ferguson expenditures, where we did not 
do that, because they were not entirely Ferguson expenditures. Again, 
some of them might be duplications, I could not say, until we really get 
down and study the thing out. 

Mr. Moore. There again you made an attempt to allocate and 
did not, is that not correct ? 

Mr. Doytr. That is right. I did the same thing on the Ferguson 
expenditures as we did on the Taft expenditures. And if you will 
notice I think I deducted more for Mr. Taft than you did on yours, 
and I think I deducted more, possibly, on the Ferguson than vou did 
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on yours, so that about evens up there; in other words, I allowed fo: 
some things that I figured were purely local expenditures; perhap 
you did not allow for, you see. That may be caused by me knowin, 
the local situation better or something of that sort. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Ferguson, I would like to call your attention to 
leaflet with the caption “Vets,” and a further caption, “Look at thi 
record, here’s your score sheet,” and on the reverse side it has the ca) 
tion, “Veterans for Ferguson committee, David P. Tarbell, chairman 
Cincinnati.” 

[t is a fact, is it not, Mr. Ferguson, that there are no reports o 
file in Columbus for the Veterans for Ferguson Commuttee ¢ 

Mr. Fercuson. I think that is included in this citizens’ committe: 

report there. I think the citizens’ committee here for Ferguso 
Allen Reeves, secretary, reported that in there. I think you are co! 
rect, at least we don’t have it listed here, for Mr. Tarbell, but th: 
citizens’ committee furnished him the mone vy to put that out I thin! 
I think th: it is What you will find if you look in the expenditures of 
the citizens’ committee. Iam not sure, but I think that is where it wa 
Mr. Moore. Was there a veterans’ organization as such, do ye 
all ? 
Mr. Frrevson. Well, I don’t know anything about it myself out 
side of Mr. Tarbell and some of the boys at Cincinnati had that con 
mittee. I don’t know who was on it. Probably just like some tha 
Mr. Taft had. He had a farmers’ committee too, you know. Cai 
ton Dargusch was one of the members. Some other fellows’ fai 
committee. I don’t know much about who was on that committee. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to have this mark 
for identification as exhibit No. LO4, 

Senator Giuuterre. It will be identified and received. 

(The document above referred to was marked exhibit No. 104 fe 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Ferguson, this is what purports to be a photostat 
copy of your statement as tiled with the secretary of state in Columb 


res 


[| show it to vou for ident) ‘ation. 
FERGUSON. cee 
[I request, Mr. Chairman. that that be marked as exhil 


or Gitterre. It will be received and made part of the recor 
The document above referred to was marked exhibit No. 105 f 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. And I request there be marked as exhibit No. 106 tw 
documents purporting to be photostatic copies of reports filed 
the Secretary of the Senate of the United States by Mr. Ferguson 
connection with the 1950 senatorial campaign. 

Senator Gitterre. It will be properly marked and received. 

(The document above referred to was marked exhibit No. 106. f: 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. Thank you very much. I have no further questions. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Ferguson, on the money that was sent 
by check to your organization made out to you personally, was that 
turned over to oo committees or was it cashed and the mone y given to 
the committees, or how was that handled ¢ 

Mr. Frercuson. I don’t recall of getting any checks offhand. 
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Senator ewes You received, and your immediate organization 
received no money by check made out to you personally ¢ 

Mr. Frercuson. Not to me personally. 

Senator Monroney. If the re had been. it would have been re ported 
and shown on your personi il report to the Secret: uy of the Senate / 

Mr. Frereuson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. That is all I have. 

Senator GiLtLerre. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennings. No questions. 

Senator GILLeTre. Senator Smith / 

Senator Smirn. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ferguson, this morning you said that you were 
independent official in Ohio. Do you remember saying 

Mr. Frerauson. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator Smiru. Did you have as much independence as a candidat 
for the Senate / 

Mr. ERG SON, Yes, ] did, but ] was handicapped by the lack of 
funds to operate. 

Senator Smirn. I have three or four questions that IT would like 
ask you, and you probably can answer them, give me one answer, so 
will you let me ask them and then we will go back to them. 

What control did you have over your campaign’ Who decided 
when to begin the campaign’ Who planned the radio programs, the 
television, the itinerary, and the literature? Who decided when and 
where to spend the money and in what amounts, and when iid the 
campaign against Mr. 'T: aft begin ? 

Mr. Ferevuson. Well, you know when you don’t have any money to 


spend, you don’t have t¢ ydoany planning, so I didn’t have any money 
to spe nd so I didn’t have any planning to do, 

Now if you are talking, Mrs. Smith. about who arrived at the de 
cision to ae the funny books and some of i othe literature, that 
was printed by, I think, the CIO. Tam not sure. Of course, they 
didn’t ask me an ete about it. It wasn’t any of my money. I didn't 


have anv control, 

If somebody wanted to go out and spend $100 for me, they would 
probably go and do it. I wouldn't know anything about it. 

Senator Smiru. Who made most of the decisions in your campaign / 

Mr. Fereuson. I made my own decisions as far as my own campaign 
Was concerned 

Senator Smirxn. For the entire campaign ? 

Mr. Frercuson. For my own part that I conducted myself, 

Senator Smiru. Did you make the plans for the radio aoe 
literature ¢ 

Mr. Prerauson. No I didn’t have any money to make r: adio plans and 
anything like that. I didn’t make any pl: ins for those. My comuniit 
tee made those pl: uns, I think, but I didn’t have any money personally. 
I was out campaigning. I was out hitting the sticks. 

Senator Smiru. You did the leg work? 

Mr. Frercuson. Yes, I did the leg work. 

Senator Smira. Who decided where you would go and what 
speeches you would make ¢ 

Mr. Frereuson. I did. 

Senator Smiru. And I think you said this morning you didn’t have 
anything to do with the literature / 
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Mr. Frercuson. Only that one piece that I showed you with my pic 
ture on it. 

Senator Smiru. So you really weren’t an independent candiate if 
others decided what you are to say and what you are to do? 

Mr. Frerauson. I was the Democratic candiate. 

Senator Smirn. Did the Democratic organization make those plans 
and decisions / 

Mr. Ferauson. Oh, the Democratic organization wasn’t against me, 
if that is what you mean. 

Senator Smiru. No;I just wondered where the decisions were made 
It seems that someone has to make decisions and plans. 

Mr. Frrevson. I always conduct my own campaign. Now, when 
people spent money ‘ my behalf, if you are referring to the funny 
book and those things, I didn’t have anything to do with making those 
up. 

Senator Smrru. Yet that was a part of your ¢ umpaign. 

Mr. Fercuson. I wouldn't say it was a part of my eee lt 
was to this extent: That they were campaigning to beat Mr. Taft. | 
was campaigning to beat Mr. Taft, too, but I was campaigning on 
the limited amount of expenses I had available to me personally. 

Senator Smiru. Then there are actually two parts to your cam- 
paign / 

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. Your own activities and the activities of the othet 
group. 

Mr. Fercuson. I would say that that is probably a correct answer. 

Senator SmMira. And what would you say the other group was made 
up of ? 

Mr. Ferevson. Well, in my campaign the other group was mad 
up of probably the American citizens called workingmen, our work 
ing men. 

Senator Smitu. Under what leadership ¢ 

Mr. Fercuson. They were different ones that had activities as 
shown by our campaign funds here. Labor’s Nonpartisan League: 
Mr. Taft, he had those same kind of organizations, Also he had the 
medical association that was Col ducting his campaign on another 
aspect. He hi id all of the same things. We had Labor's Nonpartisa 
League. 

I don’t know whether he had full control over those or not. He 
said vesterday that he didn’t know everything that was going on 
his campaign, and I suppose I probably was the same way. 

Senator Smiry. I am trying to determine in my own mind, M: 
Ferguson, whether you carried on the major or the minor part of 
the campaign, whether the Democratic organization clid, or whethe 
people from outside either your own organization or the Democrat 
organization did it. 

Mr. Ferevson. I spoke at many Democr: tic banquets, attend 
many Democratic banquets held bv Democr: atic organizations Ove 
the State for me. I spoke at a lot of labor meetings and I spake 1} 
dependently 

Senator Smiri. I rather gather then, Mr. Ferguson, that you 
plaved rather a minor role in this campaign and that it was largely 


I 


directed by other people than yourself, 
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Mr. Frereuson. No, I didn’t play a minor role in this campaign. I 
was out working hard. In fact, I worked so hard in this campaign 
that I had Senator Taft campaigning for 18 months before the elec- 
tion. He even spent a hundred thousand dollars in the primary when 
he didn't have any opposition and didn’t need to spend a nickel. 

Now if somebody gave me a hundred thousand dollars to spend in 
a campaign directly by myself, L would think I was a millionaire and 
would conduct the greatest kind of campaign with that hundred thou- 
sand dollars ever conducted in Ohio for an effective campaign. 

Senator Smrru. Was that hundred thousand dollars an amount re- 
ported as a public figure 

Mr. Fercuson. It was reported in the secretary of state’s office. 

Senator Smiri. A hundred thousand dollars ¢ 

Mr. Frercuson. I think it was a hundred thousand dollars, and he 
didn’t have any opposition. Why was it necessary for him to spend 
anything in the primary when he didn’t have any opposition? I spent 
$700 in the primary when I had the toughest kind of op position. 

Senator Smiru. When did your campaign begin against Senator 
Taft ? 

Mr. Frereuson. Well, I wil! be frank with you. I began one cam- 
paign the next day after the election. 

Senator Smirn. After the primary ? 

Mr. Frreuson. I always start campaigning the next day after elec- 
tion for the next campaign. 

Senator Smirnx. I think you said this morning that your campaign 
office was not open until 6 or T weeks before election. 

Mr. Fereuson. That is my headquarters. That is the headquar- 
ters we operated over in the Neil House. I wouldn’t say that the 
labor organizations supported me in the primary. I think they were 
divided. Some were for Mr. DiSalle, some were for Mr. Busch, and 
some were for me. 

Senator Smiru. Where did you campaign from before you got your 
headquarters open ¢ 

Mr. Frercuson. I just run avound over the State making talks here 
and there. 

Senator Smirn. Where was your campaign center, at home on 
it vour office ¢ 

Mr. 'rrevson. At the office. 

Senator SmirH. At your office? 

Mr. Freravuson., At my office. 

Senator SMITH. Mr. Fereuson, do vou believe that as a candidate 
leaving the important part of a campaign like the literature and the 
pending and the planning tor radio and TV is a good example of 
independence / 

Mr. Fercuson. IT planned iny own—I didn’t have any radio outside 
f what was paid for by somebody else. I planned my own literature 
hat I drew up for myself. 

aeucee Sarre. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GitLerre. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Ferguson, didn’t you have a policy com- 
littee or a strategy committee or a group of friends that met and 
discussed matters of campaign strategy and planning? 


21644—52—-—_-9 
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Mr. Fercuson. None outside of talking to Mr. Doyle once in a 
while or Mr. Beck and Mr. Van Schoik. 

Senator Hennines. You tvok counsel as to matters of campaign 
strategy { 

Mr. Frereuson. I never take anybody’s counsel on those things. 

Senator Hennines. You just go mght ahead. When you said 
because you had no money vou did no planning, I wondered if that 
meant that you felt rather helpless in your campaign in terms of doing 

anything because you didn’t have any money. 

Mr. Fercuson. That is correct. 

Senator Hennines. But did you plan to try to get any money? 

Mr. Frreauson. Well- 

Senator Henninos. If a fellow doesn’t have money, he sometimes 
plans to get some. 

Mr. Fercuson. To be frank with you, I wrote to a certain group 
of people, but we didn’t get any response. 

Senator Hennrincs. Nobody answered ? 

Mr. Frereuson. Got one $5 bill, I think. 

Senator Hennines. You had no finance committee, no strategy o1 
campaign committee ¢ 

Mr. Frerauson. The Ferguson for United States Senator Commit 
tee was—Norman E, Beck—that was the money spent really directly 
in what we called the campaign committee for myself, that they paid 
the bills for the hotel room rent over there and different things like 
that, campaign expenditures. The sheets will show that. 

Senator Hennines. I was wondering how you ees all 
under those conditions and did as well as you did, because most of 

lize a fellow doesn’t do very much himself anyway, that his friends 
do the job, and you took no counsel of anybody and didn’t seem to have 
anybody much cong along with you and working for vou. It seems 
to me you were rather taking on a herculean job and trying to do it all 
vourself. 

Mr. Frerauson. I found that out as the campalgn progressed, “al 
as it finished, It was a herculean task and pretty rugged campaigi 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Monroney. 

Senator Monroney. Was there any liaison between vou and the 
PAC and Labor’s Nonpartisan League? Did they ever discuss with 
you whether they should put out this handbook for speakers, or any 
of the other pub lications? 

Mr. Frereuson. Never discussed it with me. 

Senator Monroney. Did they ever discuss with you the organizi 
tion of the Farmers for Ferguson organization ? 

Mr. Fereuson. I think they did once. I think I sent Mr. Va 
Schoik over to see them. ‘They supphed the money. 

Senator Monroney. Generally speaking, they would do a lot of 
things on their own because they were actually fighting Taft rathe: 
than a part of your campaign: is that correct ? 

Mr. FERGUSON. That is right. 

Senator Monronry. What did the Democratic organization do 
the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Frereauson. They put out one pamphlet, I think, for the enti 
State ticket. 
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Senator Monroney. I believe they had only $36,000 for the Demo- 
cratic State central committee activity; is that correct / 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. 

Mr. Ferauson. We Democrats are all poor out there. 

Senator Monronry. The Republican State committee had one-mil- 
lion-two-hundred-some-odd-thousand dollars. What portion of that 
$36,000 did you get to spend ? = they give you any block sum? 

Mr. Fercuson. They never gave us anything. They don’t give 
the candidates anything, the Domuer: ats. They never have enough 
money to give anybody anything. 

Senator Monronry. Was that money spent largely—how were the 
billboards put up, for example? Who paid for those / 

Mr. Frrauson. I never had any billboards except a few toward the 
end of the campaign, those little half-sized billboards or three-quar- 
ters, Whatever you call them. That money was spent through this 
Ferguson committee. 

Senator Monroney. The Ferguson Citizens’ Committee 4 

Mr. Frreuson. Ferguson for United States Senator Committee. 

Senator Monroney. That was just half sheets ¢ 

Mr. Fereuson. Those little half sheets. My opponent had most of 
the big billboards. I didn’t have any money to buy them anyway, it 
wouldn't have made any difference, but I think he had most of them 
contracted for long before the campaign started. 

Senator Monroney. Those billboards you are speaking of—were 
they strictly Taft for Senator billboards or generally Republican bill 
boards ¢ 

Mr. Feravson. Senator Taft had some billboards, he had his own 
advertising, a picture on them, and then he had some others that he 
had the congressional candidate in the particular district on. Some 
of them he had maybe Congressman Bender's oo along with the 
Congressman in the particular district where the billboard was lo 
cated. Then he had some with the Governor's picture, I think, in his 
ollice. 

Senator Monronrey. You mean the Republican nominee for 
Governor ¢ 

Mr. Frereuson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Did they give you any tie-in at all between 
your campaign and the gubernatorial campaign ? 

Mr. Fereuson. Who do you mean 

Senator Monronery. Did you travel with Governor Lausche or was 
there any joint spending of funds in any case ¢ 

Mr. frereuson. No joint spending of funds that I know of. Some- 
times he and I appeared together, despite the fact of the White Sul 
phur Springs statement. We appeared sometimes together and at 
Democratic meetings or Democratic banquets. But the only thing 
the Democratic headquarters did for any candidate over there was, 
they put out one booklet over there, with pictures of candidates on 
and put that out rather late. 

Senator Monronry. They didn’t put up any election day money 
for getting the vote out or anything of that kind ? 

Mr. Frravuson. I wouldn't know about that, because I didn’t see 
their expenditures. 

Senator Monronry. So far as you know, the money spent of that 

$36,000 was limited to a booklet which included you along with the 

other Democratic candidates ¢ 
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Mr. Feravson. That is the only thing I saw. 

Senator Monroney. In your efforts were you campaigning for the 
whole Democratic ticket, for the Governor and others on the ticket ? 

Mr. Frerauson. Last year Senator Taft, along with Congressman 
Bender and some other Republicans, were afraid of the drift at the 
beginning, and they circulated a petition and they amended our Con- 
stitution, and they have what they call an office-type ballot out there. 
and you vote for every individu: ul upon the ticket, so that really to a 
certain extent the two- party system 1S destroyed i in Ohio. It is every 
fellow for himself under that system. 

Senator Monronrey. You mean you can’t vote the rooster or the 
eagle, that you have to vote a str: aight ticke t? 

Mr. Ferauson. A straight ticket. 

Senator Monroney. Names are listed in a separate Democratic 
column ¢ 

Mr. Freravson. No, sir. They start out and write in the names of 
the candidates for Governor, like Gov. Frank Lausche. They write 
the word “Governor,” and under that “Don H. Ebright, Republican” 
then they have that blocked off. Then you go down to lieutenant gov 
ernor and secreté ry ot state and on down. and the position of U nited 
States Senator, I think, was sixth on the ticket, and next year it will 
be seventh, because the auditor of state runs for office next year, and 
the auditor of state didn’t run last year. 

Senator Monroney. For auditor. 

Mr. Frerevson. He didn’t run for auditor. The returns look lk 
I didn’t run for anything. 

Senator Hennings. Do you mean in Ohio you can’t vote a straig] 
ticket by putting a cross in a circle? 

Mr. Frereuson. No. 

Senator Hennincs. You don’t have the Australian ballot? 

Mr. Fercuson. No, sir: that was abolished for the first time la 
election. 

Senator Henninos. You don’t have the tickets written in terms of 
character or nature of the office? It goes alphabetically. 

Mr. Frreuson. No; you put the candidates down. The candidat 
for Governor comes in one block at the top of the ticket, and they are 
pposed to alternate the Democrat and Republican candidate. Ad 
the only thing the only distinction you have, if you did not know 
f any ordinary individual who is not interested in politics were to ¢ 
in there and look at that ballot. the only difference he would kno, 
would be the word “Democrat” in real fine type underneath the nan 
of the Democrat, and “Republican” underneath the name of the R 
publica . And that is the only distinction ie have to know whetlhi 

you are voting for a Democrat or Republicat 
Under that system, they cle stroyed the two party system in ( )} 
and it isa case of ever v fe low fighting for himself. 
Senator Henninoes. You said this morning, Mr. Ferguson, 
ere was some sort of deal, vou thought. 
Mr. FrrGuson. I said that. | said ] be heved there Was. 
Senator Hrnnines. As a result you believed that in many are: 
places you were abandoned | \ the Democratic organization / 
~ Mr. Ferevson. No, sir. 
Senator Henninas. Asa result of this trade? 
Mr. Ferauson. I do not think I was. 
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Senator Hennings. And Mr. Taft was the beneficiary ? 

Mr. Fereuson. No, sir. I just think that those Republican busi- 
nessmen living in the suburbs of the large eities just dumped down 
Ebright and voted for Lausche. I do not think Lausche was able to 
vive them anything in return. 

Senator Hennines. You feel that it did not in any cirect 

affect your eae y? 

Mr. Fereuson. I do not think that I got any dirty deal from the 
Democrats, but I do think that Don Ebright got a dirty deal from 
the Republicans. 

Senator Monroney. Going back to the Democrat 
he county level, did you have help from the 
committees ¢ 

Mr. Frerevson. Yes: about as much help 
body else, I think I had. 

Senator Monroney. Was there any local financing 
level that was helpful ¢ 

Mr. Frrauson, No, sir. The Democrats in those counties 
poor. It is aw fully hard for them to get money. You woul 
unless vou come to ¢ yhio and run in one of oure lections, you would 
realize how poor they are. 

Senator Monroney. You would say that about $36,000 represe 
he total sum that was spent by the Democratic committee orga 
tions for the entire ticket through the whole veneri al election 


paign ¢ 
Mir. I) RGUSON, Yes, sir. Mavbe some of those counties - 


round might pick up maybe a thousand or two thousand 


locally, but It would hot be very much. 

Senator Monroney. You heard Senator Taft’s testimony yesterday, 
that although they had $1,200,000 for the entire Republican ticket 1 
Ohio, that he estimated that he. as the Republican candidate for Sen- 

te, received between only S100,000 or 8200.000 of that money. Is that 
a correct estimate, in your op inion 4 

Mr. Feraus N. We lt, ot course, Senator Taft is ¢ ntitled to have his 
own estimate, I would not estimate it that way. I do not want to- 

I do not want to correct his estimation of figures, that is what I mear 

You know very well that the candidate that is running for secretary of 
state and treasurer of state and attorney general, they never get very 
much money spent in their behalf. They just get their names men- 
tioned, and they go along with the rest of the advertisin 

l know, because [am auditor of state, have run four times Tr ide diiinte 
of state, and I know that in these elections they pay more = ntion to 
the major oflices than they do to what they call the minor State offices. 

Senator Monroney. U ‘sually it is the Governor and U ted States 
Senator that gets the lion’s share of whatever State funds are avail- 
ible? 

Mr. F'erevson. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. So far as the Democratic Party is concerned 7 

Mr. Frreuson. Sir? 

Senator Monroney. So far as the Democratic Party, your experi 
ence has been that the Governor and the Senator get the major part 
of the campaign expenditures ? 

Mr. Fercvuson. Well, the Governor gets the most of it. because most 
of it comes through, vou know, connection that the Governo! has, | 


~~ 
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suppose. They spend most of it for the Governor in Ohio, the Demo 
crats do. 

Senator Monroney. Would you say that same thing was true in the 
Republican spending of money in their $1,200,000? 

Mr. Fercuson. No: I donot think so. I think in this case they gave 
each one of the candidates, I think I saw in the election returns- 
I think they give each one of the candidates on the State ticket so 
much money to run their own campaigns. 

Senator Monroney. I noticed they had that figure; then the claim 
was that later on it was still further divided up as part of the general 
fund. 

Mr. Frercuson. Well, I do not know how they do it my self, 

Senator Monronry. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Moore. The witness has made a reference. 

Mr. Frerauson. Here is an appeal they made for Taft. 

Mr. Doyix. Did I give you one of those? They have one of those. 

Mr. Fercuson. You have got one. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Ferguson, one of our problems on the staff is this 
matter of allocating funds, as you know—funds, for example, that are 
received by the Republican State organization, to what extent, if any, 
those funds were aa for Senator Taft, and similarly in your own 
case ? p 

Mr. Fereuson. Well, I think—— 

Mr. Moore. Just a moment, if I may continue. You mentioned a 
moment ago that Ebright got a dirty deal from the Republicans. 
Mr. Ebright was a candidate for governor; is that right ? 

Mr. Ferauson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you imply by that statement that Mr. Ebright did 
not receive funds to conduct his campaign ? 

Mr. Fercuson. No. I did not imply that he did not get the funds 
to conduct his campaign. I implied that somewhere along the line the 
business groups must have had an understanding among themselves 
how they would vote, because in many of those suburban precincts in 
the me tropolit: in counties, why, Mr. Lausche was getting votes along 
side of Mr. Taft in those Republican precincts. 

Mr. Moorr. Your statement, then, has no reference to financial con- 
tributions and expenditures ? 

Mr. Fercuson. No, no; it did not have any reference to that. 

Mr. Moore. Just one other thing, Mr. Chairman. The witness has 
referred to a pamphlet which was put out by your own organization. 
[ do not think we have a copy of that, and I wonder if we could ask you 
to submit it for the record. 

Mr. Fercuson. You mean with my picture on it? 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. Frereuson. This one? 

Mr. Moorr. Yes; I would like to have that marked for identification 
is “Exhibit No. 107.” 

(The document above referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 107,’ 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Giutetre. If there is nothing further, Mr. Ferguson, I want 
to thank you on behalf of the subcommittee. You have been ver) 
cooperative, very helpful and very gracious and frank. We thank you 
and also thank Mr. Doyle. 
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Mr. Frereuson. Thank you, Senator, and all of you. 
Senator Gitterre., The next witness is Mr. Jacob Clayman. 


TESTIMONY OF JACOB CLAYMAN, SECRETARY-TREASURER, OHIO 
CIO COUNCIL, AND SECRETARY-TREASURER, OHIO CIO POLITICAL 
ACTION COMMITTEE, COLUMBUS, OHIO 


Mr. Gittetre. Mr. Clayman, do you solemnly swear that the evi- 
dence that you will present in this matter now on hearing before the 
subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. CLayman. I do. 

Senator Ginterre. Your name is Jacob Clayman ? 

Mr. CLtayMan. That is right, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. Where is your residence, Mr. Clayman ? 

Mr. CLayman. Columbus, Ohio. 

Senator Gitterre. And do you hold an official position there ? 

Mr. CLtayMAn. I do, sir. I am the secretary-treasurer of the Ohio 
CIO Council and likewise the secretary-treasurer of the Ohio C1O 
Political Action Committee. 

Senator Gitterre. When I asked you if you held an official position 
[ should have identified it not as a governmental official position. 

Mr. CtayMan. I am sorry, I am not. 

Senator GitLetre. But an official position of this organization. 

Mr. Clayman, I have before me a prepared statement that you 
seemed to have ready to present to us. 

Mr. CLAYMAN. ae Ido. Personally, Mr. Chairman, and members 

of the committee, I do want to say that one of the virtues that we 
struggle for organizationally and personally is to accept political 
victory and defeat like civilized human beings. It has not been our 
custom, nor have we been tearing our hair in public, nor have we been 

shedding tears over spilled milk. And, frankly, about 2 days ago 
when I dictated the bulk of this statement I had some qualms about 
reviewing the whole election. It seemed to be so much like dry straw 
and I consciously underwrote the statement, but as I listened yesterday 
to Mr. Taft’s rehearsal of all of the allegations that were made over 
and over again in the campaign, my qualms were removed and were I 
redictating it the probability is that it would not have been an under 
tatement. 

Senator Gitterre. You have the privilege of supplementing it, Mr. 
Clayman, if you care to do so. 

Mr. CLaymMan. Thank you. Now more than a year removed- 

Senator Gitterre. Just a moment. 1 promised to give the photo- 
graphers a moment or two with each witness. 

Mr. CtaymMan. They do not do it this way in Columbus. 

Senator Gitzerre. All right, proceed, Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. Crayman. Now, more than a year removed from the 1950 Ohio 
elections, perhaps we can be objective in our analysis of the campaign. 

Senator Gisterre. Mr. Clayman, will you either pull the amplifier 

loser to you or raise your voice, please ? 

Mr. CrayMan. All right. 

We have come to expect as a matter of course the usual political 
puffery, the usual political distortion, the usual political exaggera- 
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tion, the usual political charges and countercharges which seem to 
be part and parcel of every political campaign. It was so in Ohio 
In 10. 

For example, when Mr. Taft broadcast over the State in the past 
campaign that labor would spend $12 million in Ohio, and on another 
day alleged that labor would spend $15 million and, still on another 
a iV, proc] umed that labor would spend S30 million to defeat him 
he was oby iouslhy indulging in the usual exaggeration W hich is COMMON 
place In our political life. 

Incidentally, all of these alleeat ions are on the record in the various 
nev spapers of ( hio. 

dl tO use anothe r ¢ xample Mr. ‘| aft soberly charged a dastardly 

the part of labor leadership to threaten and coerce worker 

Mr. Taft advised the public that labor leaders were telling 

nembers that they labor leaders would he able to determine 

he workers voted on election day. And, with a complete straight 

Mer. Taft told his audiences and the hewspapers that the fi 1] 

pel ilty of the law would he bro elit dow) on the heads of these labor 

leaders who sought to find out how union members vote in the election 

‘ourse, this was pure political “malarkey.” It had absolutely ho 
isin fact. 

To reiterate, political campaigns in our country have never beet 

» or dienified—nor unfortunately have they too often been noted 
for a uniform regard for truthful appreciation of the facts. But i 
the main, in my judgment at least, the public is rather well acclimated 
to this situation, and under normal circumstances, is generally abl 


to evaluate the contending { la ms. 


so mM veneral our complaint l nt acvainst thie usual kind of political 


from all sides that pervades most political Campaigns. 
| do. however, want to eall to the attention of this committee some 
mary developni hts in the 1950 Olio Calnpals hn which are 


| j » } ° 
ited and Tar-reaching ir plications as to warrant 


Kvidence of everyvthil 


} . _ 
we have forn “| evigenhce, 


umpaten in Ohio. 
to workers in many Ohi 
sition tO offer proof that 
moment is trom things Ll have heard 
proof—that the figure is a bit on thi 
under tuatement side 
Workers were a bled to hear an out-and-out partisan, self 
<eTVINnG polit ical address by the « andidate and were paid by the com 
pane for their lost time 
It is quite obvious that the workers in question were required tC 
listen to Mr. Taft whether or not they really so desired. These worker 
aucdien \ ‘e hot consult (| concerning the 11 desire to heara political 
speech. They were simply herded together like sheep in the main 
to listen to the candidate. 
Further, there can be no doubt—I am not expert on election laws: 
I can’t conceivably feel any doubt—that the payment of lost time by 
the employer constitutes political expenditures. There is ho other 
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way of interpreting lost-time payments by a corporation for the pur- 
pose of hearing a partisan political speech by a candidate for Federal 
office. Virtually it amounts to a financial contribution to the cam- 
paign of Mr. Taft on the part of those employers who indulged 
this practice. 

It should be pointed out, according to Mr. Taft, yesterday's testi- 
mony, he visited 334 shops and factories. 

Incidentally, he did not speak in all of these shops or factories. 
I don’t make that charge or allegation. I do make this observa- 
tion. 

He was taken through the plant with fanfare. Supervisory person- 
nel spent time—for which they were paid by the taxpayer—in 
shepherding Mr. Taft through the premises. ‘Time out was permitted 
for conversations with individual workers, newspaper photographs, 
et cetera, 

Incidentally, the device—and it is an interesting one and very ef- 
fective one—Mr. Taft would be going through the plant and here 
and there the supervisor would stop and introduce him to Joe Jones 
or Bill Smith, and as Mr. Joe Jones or Bill Smith quite naturally or 
normally shook hands with Mr. Taft because Mr. Taft had proffered 
his hand first, the photographers who were carefully following the 
procession would snap a picture, and the very next day that would 
be on the front page of the newspaper, and of course the implication 
was that workers were for Mr. Taft. 

But beside that point it cost money, you see, for supervisors to take 
time off, for workers to have their work disrupted for personal con- 
versations with Mr. Taft. 

All of this represented a specific financial cost to the corporation 
nvolved. It represented a definite and clear financial contribution 
to the activities of Mr. Taft in the campaign. 

Likewise, some companies in the State of Ohio, in the 1950 campaign, 

serted political advertisement in pay envelopes, This literature 
was cnleulated to stimulate votes for Mr. Taft. The workers concerned 
were not consulted as to their desires — to the distribution of this 
literature. ‘They were, in a sense, a captive audience. Further, the 
literature and the processing for distribution by the employer repre- 
sents a fin: hic ial e xpenditure for it political candidate or can lid: aves. 

Senator GILLerre. May I interrupt you, Mr. C loin, to ask 
whether or not there is any evidence, documentary evidence, with 
reference to this / , 

Mr. CLtayman. I have submitted at least the details of one situation 
that has come to my attention in regard to the last allegation I made 
to the staff of the committee. 

The information came to me through a casual review of some un- 
employment compensation decisions in the State of Ohio, and one of 
the issues that became apparent in the specifie case that I happened 
to be reading just by chance revealed the fact that L have alleged, and 
[ have submitted the name and number and all that sort of thing to 
the committee staff. 

Senator GILLerre. You have ho addit ional documents ? 

Mr. Crayman. I have no additional documents. 

Senator Gitterre. Thank you. 

Mr. Cayman. I would point out that this deve a nt in the Taft 
ampaign marks the rebirth of a dangerous practi American poli- 
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tics. The practice of captive audiences among employees; the prac- 
tice of subtle or overt intimidation of workers by employers seemed 
to have passed out of vogue in the late twenties and early thirties. 

I remember working in the steel mills off and on in the twenties, 
and that was common practice, the business of the employer, the boss 
using the factory as an instrumentality of spreading political propa 

anda. 

Apparently with a change of climate politically and with the growth 
of labor unions, that seemed to have comp letely passed, out of the 
picture, and for the first time aaa that is why I emp! iasize it befor 
this committee, because it may be a pattern for the future in som: 
States—in perhaps 16 or 18 years we have seen the return of the use 
of the factory site by the boss as an effective way of disseminating 
politic: al idea 

The captive- -audience approach in imdustrial plants brings back t 
life for the first time in almost two decades an obnoxious political! 
practice which bodes ill for the future. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Clayman, that technique was first used, 
was it not, under the late great Mark Hanna, of Ohio, in the McKinley 
Bryan campaign of 1896 when the pay envelopes contained slips of 
paper that “if Bry: an is elected this f: ctory W ill close down the d: ay 
after.” Was that the beginning of that ? According to my recollec 


tion is Was. 

Mr. Ctayman. I don’t speak with historical authority. My recol- 
lection is that in that era the device developed and ¢ ‘arried on through 
the twenties, came to an end in the early thirties, but again I don’t 
speak with historical authority on that point. 

(>) Another aspect of the captive-audience device was the utiliza 


tion of public school audiences by Mr. Taft. 

In countless rural and semirural “areas, Senator Taft spoke befor 
school children, many of tender age, and called together as part of 
the required school curriculum. 

Now, then, yesterday I heard with interest Mr. Taft’s observatio1 
that he spoke on merely constitutional issues, whatever that means, 
and then ] think he amp! fied to observe that he just spoke about the 
importance of getting out the vote, and the argument took me at least 
by surprise 

I had not anticipated and so I did not bring the materials 
me, but I had some facts in my brief case, and unfortunately I an 
not in ¢ L position to leave this with the committee because it iS a mas 
ter’s thesis done by a student at Ohio State Universiy by the nam 
ot Sidney R. Rowland. I shall oO] ive the committee the source of t] 
material, and perhaps the staff might discover it. 

This is directed to the observation by Mr. Taft that spoke on so 
called constitutional isues only. I am reading now from the Clevs 
land Plain Dealer, page 6 of the October 14 issue. 

Senator Guerre. Justa moment, Mr. Clayman. Will you identify 
the volume from which you are reading a little more thoroughly for 
the record ? 

Mr. CuayMan. Allright. Iwill read you the whole title. My guess 
is the student will be flattered that his name has been presented to 
committee of the Senate. 

It is title “A Study of the Coverage of the Taft-Ferguson Ele 
tion Campaign, October 1 to November 18, 1950, in Five Ohio News 
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papers—A Thesis Presented in Partial Fulfillment of the Require- 
ments for the Degree of Master of Arts, by Sidney Rowland, Bb. A., 
the Ohio Sate University, 1951”; and the thesis in the library of the 
Ohio State University is described as “Thesis 1951, M. A., Copy 2.” 

Is that sufficient for your purposes ¢ 

Senator Gittetre. Now, the page that you are reading from ‘ 

Mr. CLayMaAn. I am reading from the Cleveland Plain Dealer, Oc- 
tober 14, page 6. It is a report by the Associated Press from Lima, 
Ohio, and it reports a speech made by Mr. Ferguson in which he 
charges Mr. Taft of unwise practice in talking to captive children 
audiences. I quote from one of the paragraphs (reading) : 

He told assemblies at Lykens, Chatfield, Tiro, Crestline, and New Wash 
ugton that they should see that their parents voted in the November election, 

Senator Smitu. Mr. Chairman, is Mr. Clayman reading from Mr. 
Ferguson’s or Mr. Taft’s speeches ? 

Mr. CLayMan. You are right, I may have confused it. The body of 
the article deals with Mr. Ferguson’s charge. Then toward the end 
it reviews some of Mr. Taft’s activities in that area in regard to 
schools. 

Senator Smirn. Did I understand you to say, before you started 
reading this, that Mr. Taft stated yesterday that he talked at schools 
only on constitutional matters 

Mr. CLayMan. Yes; I thought I heard him make that observation. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Counsel, I wish you would check that. I am 
quite sure he made a very broad statement on his talk before the schools. 
That was my question, and I was particularly interested because I do 
a great deal of that kind of work. 

Mr. CLayman. I am morally certain that I got him clearly because 
I was impressed with the observation. 

Senator Gitterre. The record will show what it was. 

Mr. CuayMan. Certainly. Thisisa point I want to make. He told 


the—and 1 am reading from the article: 


He told them also that their freedom was at stake in the coming ele 


Now, draw whatever observations that one might, who was threaten- 
ing their freedom?’ Obviously not Mr. Taft. He was coming there as 
the speaker. Who was threatening their freedom?’ Obviously, some 
body on the other side, presumably Mr. Ferguson and his supporters. 

Again from the Cleveland Plain Dealer, October 19 issue, page 4. 
this is an article written by Phil G. Goulding, the staff correspondent 
for the Plain Dealer, Lima, Ohio. This is the quote from the news- 
paper item: 

At each of them he explained the issues of the campaign and urged the children 
to check with their parents to see whether they had the voting habit. 

I can’t conceive a discussion of the issues of the campaign made to 
school children by a partisan candidate without imparting the flavor 
of the candidate’s point of view to the children. 

_Even more pertinent, this is a report in the Columbus Citizen 
that is an Ohio newspaper. Iam now reading from excerpts written 
by this student, reporting in the Columbus Citizen. The prior two 
[ read you were photostats. This one is not a photostat, but the 
student copied it presumably verbatim, subject to checking. It reads 
in this fashion: 
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The headline is “Talks in School,” meaning Mr. Taft: 

Taft talked in four high schools, but rumors that the children of coal miners 
would walk out in protest failed to materialize. Several students asked him 
questions. He did not ask the pupils to ask their parents to vote for him, as he 


did in central Ohio schools 2 weeks ago. 

And so I would observe to the committee that Mr. Taft’s allegation 
(hat he appeared not really as a candidate but simply as a public 
servant who wanted to impress constitutional issues upon the children 
doesn’t at least match up with the newspaper reporting. 

We believe that the use of immature school children as partisan 
political targets or messenger boys is a dangerous practice in public 
education. The presentation of both sides of a political issue to 
youngsters by partisan politicians in the heat of a campaign, in my 
opinion a t least. is highly questionable. 

Indee . we would contend even this and both sides being pre 
sented—is ill-conceived and detrimental. But requiring youngsters 
to listen to only one side of a politi al issue presented by a candidate 
comes pretty close to being at the bottom of the list of political 
indiscretions. 

Making publie schools an extension of the political arm of any 
political party and forcing children to become the pawns and tools 
of a candidate for public office poses a i serious threat to the future 
of education in pus country. 

Incidentally, the cost of this form of “education”’—and IT have in- 
serted the cuties around the word “education” by Mr. Taft in the 
past campaign was borne exclusively by the taxpayers of the State of 
Ohio, who maintain our school system Incidentally, there is a sort of 
interesting footnote to this general observation I have made. 

During the campaign not a single newspaper, not even one in 
whole State, raised its voice against this sort of campaigning. 

Then just a short time ago I was in Cleveland, Ohio, and they were 

ing a mavoralty race there. They were also electing councilmen. 

I noticed an editorial in the ¢ Tevelaa (| Press on the clate of sep- 

oe ind, incidentally, as papers go in our State, my 

r this is one of the better papers. Certainly Mr. Selzer, 
ditor, is probably, in my humble judgement, the best of our editors 
‘levelan id Pre , , but th ie ‘levelan | Press didi { breathe a word 

Oo ipaign at the eflort of Mr. Taft to reach the 

Hlowever. here was a coun ilmanie race, and one of the councilmen 
there apy arel thy wave free tickets to a novie to school kids and 
them come into a theater on a Saturday afternoon; and then, 
presume, t] ough | don’t know. made ap litical speech. 

Now, ther . the ( ‘level il dl Press, commenting on that said: 

Liow low can he get’ 

They meant the ndida resumably lured the kids int 
movie to make a 

nothing to get power, now h 

his is the first time that Russe 

al dictatorship this way. 

is simply an intere sting footnote because apparently it 
all right during the campaign for Mr. Taft not to give 
to take them out of school on a pore afternoon 
adi no school, but ap parently it was all mght for Mr. Taft 
ito the school and have all the ki os assemb led willy-nilly 


the facts will indicate were poli tic al speeches, 


politi al. 
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Senator Gitterre. Mr. Clayman, the instances that were referred 
to in that volume, in the thesis that this young man prepared were 
all dated if I understood you correctly during the campaign; 
that right / 

Mr. Crayman. Oh, certainly. 

Senator Ginterre. Had dates that occurred during t] 
of the campaign for the election of Senator ¢ 

Mr. Cuayman. Exactly. I assume they are either the 
or the next day after an appearance by Mr. Taft. 

Senator Gitterre. Do you have any evidence or have you access 
to any evidence as to pina scheduled those mee ‘tings and those appeal 
anees whether it was » local school board or w hether it was sched 
uled by a political committee or any other organization 

Mr. CtaymMan. I don’t have any evidence on that score, Senator. 
[ think we pretty much have to surmise what happened. I 
cuess, but I have no evidence. 

Senator Hennings. May Task a question 

Senator Gitterre. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. Following up the chairman’s question, Mr. 

Clayman, in your Ohio cities do you have independent school seein 
which have jurisdiction over the schools of the several larger citie 
and the State board of educ ‘ation whic h has its supervision over the 
so-called rural schools or the schools in the smaller communities and 
country or What is your school arrangement ? 

Mr. ChayMan. They are pretty much self-operating, on a townshiy 


or munic ail basin. The State does set some general standards and 


» provides some financing, of course. 


Senator Hennines. You have the county school districts, I take it 


then ¢ 


yr 
} 
His 


Mr. CLhayMAN. That is it. 
Senator Hennines. And the smaller towns have the school 
Mr. CruaymMan. That is right 


Senator Hennings. Which establishes and maintains and ru 
several schools secondary and primary in the town / 

Mr. Crayman. I think that is a fair statement of the situation. 

Senator Hennings. On municipal appropriations or townshi 
appropriations, or, at least, at the local level 

Mr. CraymMan. And State subsidy. 

Senator Hennines. Is that right, and State subsidy 

‘rural areas: is that true / 

Mir. CLayMAN. State subsidy throughout. 

Senator Hennrines. Throughout, in the larger cities, such as Cleve 
land——— 

Mr. Crayman. Likewise. 

Senator Henninas (continues). Cincinnati, and so on, Asa matter 
of fact, the best political speech to make to the children would be 
one that was’not too partisan : would it not be? 

Mr. CLaymMan. Tam sure of that. 

senator Hi NNINGS. A fellow could talk about the lofty things, : 
about voting, and duties of citizenship ¢ 

Mr. Cuayman. Tam sure that would be mighty fine. 

Senator Hennines. As the chairman suggests, heaven, home. 
mother. That would probably be far more effective than some 
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low flailing the air and denouncing his opponent to a lot of pretty 
wise school children; would it not? 

Mr. Ciaran. I think that is a very practical analysis of i 

Senator HENNINGS. Something high minded and above this dirty 
business of partisan politics / 

Mr. CLtayMANn. Yes; a good place to sprout your wings and fly. 

Senator Hennincs. Thank you, Mr. Clayman. 

Senator Gitterre. Proceed, Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. CrayMan. Second, Mr. Taft resorted to scurrility with his 
constant reiteration of Communist-Socialist charges aimed at 
CIO-PAC. 

Over and over again, Mr. Taft repeated the false accusation that 
CIO was using “Red tricks” in fighting him; that CIO was using 
“strictly the Communist technique.” 

One day Mr. Taft’s labor opposition would be labeled “Commu- 
nist.” though this would not be done directly and frankly. It was 
done obliquely, but in every case there was no doubt as to the inten 
tion of the Senator to hang the Communist label on those who 
opposed him. Sometimes the next day the same opposition would be 
called Socialist and compared to the British Labor Party. 

I say this after forethought. I do not say it for the purpose of 
making a speech. 

The clear purpose of Mr. Taft’s resort to this kind of group slander 
was to associate communism in the public mind with his opposition. 

The fact is that Senator Taft’s charges, and their implications, were 
utterly and completely false. Notwithstanding, Mr. Taft had no 
hesitancy in almost daily relating these accusations, and the news 
papers gave them broad and repetitive publicity throughout the State. 

As I indicated earlier, in my discussion with you, in a political cam- 
paign most of us accept and shrug off the usual type of political accusa- 
tions. But in these days of international tension, in a world struggle 
between Communist ideology and our democratic precepts, the effort 
of any candidate for public office to smear false ly his opposition with 
a Communist brush is reprehensible and dangerous to the Nation’s 
health. The day-in-and-day-out repetition of Mr. Taft’s Communist 
charges served to not only malign his labor opposition but to create 
in the public mind doubt, uncertainties, and confusion. 

It is my understanding that this committee has felt disturbed about 
this general type of political approach in the Maryland senatorial! 
election of last ye: I submit that the campaign by Mr. Taft and 
fia associated with him approached the same unhappy level of 
political morality exemplified in the Maryland campaign. Of course, 
there was no trumped-up picture utilized in Ohio, but the intention. 
will, and purpose to falsely tie together communism and the labor 
movement in the public mind was crystal-clear. I submit a few news 

paper headlines which bear out this contention—— 

Mr. Moorr. May I interrupt at this point? 

Senator Grutetre. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. The witness delivered to the staff in Columbus certai 
newspaper clip pings, pe rhaps some of which are listed here in the 
statement he is about to read, and I thought in fairness to him, since 
he does not appear to have them, only the captions which he is going 
to read, I would like to give these to the witness for his use. 

Mr. Curayman. Thank you. 
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Mr. Moore. If you wish, you may use them in the record at this time. 

Mr. CraymMan. Thank you very much. Incidentally, I believe that 
these quotes or these headlines come exclusively from the materials 
which I submitted to you at an earlier date and that explains why, for 
instanee, when I cite the Toledo Times, I do not have the date. 

Toledo Times: 

Taft Says CLO Using Red Tricks in Fighting Him 

Kast Liverpool Ohio Review: 

Taft Claims Labor Apes Reds in Waging Hate Campaign. 

I do not know whether the emphasis is on the word “hate” or “Red” 
in that. 

Columbus Citizen: 

Taft Seeks To Hang Tag of Communist on CIO Group 

Cleveland Plain Dealer, September 14, 1950: 


PAC “following strictly the Communist technique of lying long enough and 
loud enough so that someone will finally believe them.” 


Salem Ohio News: 

Taft says CIO-PAC’s political aspirations threaten American principles of 
liberty. 

I do not get too excited about that. That is routine. There may be 
the implication of the Red charge, but it is not made. 

Alliance Ohio Review, September 7, 1950: 


Taft Says Labor Leaders Use Red Tactics on Him. 
Findlay, Ohio, Republican, October 14, 1950: 


CIO is socialistic in nature and perils all their priceless heritage of freedom. 
He described the PAC as a Communist-inspired organization. , 

The paper so reports him, 

Incidentally, this is an interesting one for a clever variation. This 
is a masterpiece, I think. 

Marion Star, October 18, 1950: 

CLO using “strictly the Communist technique.’ “Lf do not know whether o1 
not the PAC is being guided by the Communists today. Future congressiona 
investigations no doubt will determine that question,” 

[ have not heard that Mr. Taft has asked for a congressional investi 
gation to determine whether CLO today is Communist lead or Com- 
munist infiltered, but I would suggest that the committee would recog: 
nize this as a very effective kind of thing. You do not call the person 
a Communist today. I do not know whether that would be libelous, 
because it isa group slander and there is always the problem in group 
libel, but you say maybe future committees will de ‘termine that which 
leaves a kind of stench that hangs around the victim's head. 

Newsweek, October 30, 1950: 

He [Taft] is making the “labor bosses” his main target. He dwells especia 
on the Communist “origin” and “inspiration” of CLO-PAC 

As far as we in Ohio are concerned, Taftism as we saw it in the last 
campaign is only a slicker, and therefore more dangerous, form of 
McCarthyism. 

do not know how this scurrilous approach can be minimized in 
the future. I do not know how a sense of fair )p ae can be inculeated 

n candidates for public office. The problem is obviously subtle and 
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difficult to correct. But I do know—I do have moral certaimty on 
this point—that those who loosely, maliciously, and irresponsibly hur! 
about Communist accusations are destroying public faith and confi 
a in our American institutions. 
erhaps this committee can publicly call for an end to the kind of 
ily \ which I have described tO vou and wh ich p FE ved an impor 
in the Taft campaign in 1950, 

. the few exerpts that I gave you from ne wapapers are 

the ocear compared. to the enormous flow of th 
igh our Ohio newspapers, because the charge wa 

every day and e¢: “t by most of the papers every day, 
t were ahew and esh argument that the candidates had made. 
uly. the newspapers after carrying a charge of that sort for a few 
1d that it is dull and change their pace, There was no « hange 
ron the part ot Mr. Vaft or the hewspapers 
lhioistl at there must bea lot ot people who do not 
know a thing avout ¢ -AC, who assume, as 2 matter of course, that 
CLO-PAC is communistic., because Mr. Taft drilled on it and drilled 

it and drilled on it every single day, virtually. 

I want to make this pont I trust I am not taking too much time 

ant to make this point, because this point we feel with fervor, that 


is not, and everybody who knows anything about the real strug 


. the practical struggle against communism both in our own coun 


. not anybody who knows that struggle who 
recognizes it f vhat it is, there is not anybody who knows anything 
about the labor movement. who does not recognize that in the last few 
vears, C has made a greater contribution in this fight against com 


} 


munism than perhaps any other institution in our soe lety, and I say 
that not because I am in the habit of preening my wings or that I 
feel that I must flatter my organization or that my job calls for it, 
from my personal knowledge I know ‘At, 
r S ls that Mr. Pait has some sense, too, of 
same pattern Was Mr. Taft’s testimony 
Hed it last night. 
‘aft’s testimony he said—incidentally, this 
fanfare great Bscrtenoes through the 
ie Gaus Hall, the Communist. wrote the 


nt for ft] palgn sae me Ina Communist maga 
called Politi : 

hso fal as Mr Taft may mean Ido hot how what he really nieans, 
and I do hot ky ow W hat his motivations are, although he is a man ot 
intelligence and should know in which directions his charges go 
insofar as he} may mean that Mr. Hall, Gus Hall. had anvthine to do 
with the ¢ uinpaign in Ohio as far as the labor organizations are con 

ned if that Is the Imiplics ition of Mr. Taft's observ: ation, then I 
vant avy—I want to say that he desperately and meanly—if that 
is What he means—falsifies. And I am not attempting to read his 
motivation, 

On page 22, the campaign to purge me—apparently I have the wrong 
page, but the quotation is this—the campaign to purge me from the 
Senate was carried out according to the b pec of the Communist 
Gus Hall. \ rain, the same implic ation. if : ~ the same charge made 


during the campaign rete rated now about 14 months after the cam 
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paign when the heat should have been evaporated, and we ought to 
be talking factually now, 

Again on page 54, gives you the kind of ap proach that was used 
during the campaign—page 54, talking about the CIO drive for the 
farm vote: 


This has been the technique of the Communists and CIO from the beginning 
i 


You see that clear intention. I Say clear intention. It seems to 
me obvious intention, at least, to associate even now when he knows 
that cannot be true to associ: ate commun ism and CIO. 

Incide ‘Nits lly, ] Suppose you are going to question me anVvway on 


this score. Maybe I ought to ita the problem of scurrility 


charged against the labor folks right now unless you want to reserve 
1h\ cliscussion Ol that for questioning. | am atl the pleasure of the 
chairman, 

Senator Gitterre. Unless the committee has other ideas, the mem 
bers, L think it would be better for you to finish your statement, Mr. 
Clayman. 

Mr. CLayMan. Very well. 

I1f. The newspapers gave extraordinary publicity to Mr. Taft’s 
campaign while virtually closing their columns to Mr. Ferguson’s 
candidacy. 

I cannot recall in mv time a more biased and completely londed 
presentation of a political campaign than appeared in Ohio in the 
Paft-Ferguson senatorial race, 

And I have been watel ine campaigns not for too long, but I have 
watched some bitter ones, all of the I rane Roosevelt’ campaigns, 
and the ‘vy Were bitter. Notwithstandin I sav L have never seen our 
newspapers in Ohio loaded in the f aia they were in this campaign. 

Deliberately, and with the ee “tp anning and forethought, vir- 
tually every paper in the State gave first page and headline coverage 
to every Taft statement, while Mr. Ferguson was given a feeble sachs 
nr two, or even worse, completely ignored. 

The barest cursory review of any of the metropolitan papers in the 
state would make my contention obvious. Ae pea Mf Inches of 
heWs space were devoted to Mr. Taft while Mr. F erguson’ Ss cover: 
could be counted in dozens of lines. Front page pic tures of Mr. Taft 
n the most pleasant and Ineratiatine pose we re commonp la et! rough 
out the State, and often on a daily basis. This was virtually non 
existent in behalf of Mr. Fereuson. 

The routine approach used by most of the newspapers was to Carry 

lone Taft story on the front page with a friendly headline, and 
buried at the end of the story on a back page would be a Ferguson 
statement or news release. 

Ineident: ally, lL like Mr. Ferguson, don’t charge the ordinary reporter 
with this sort of thing. Hle has a job, | he has ane Wspaper policy that 
he must pursue, and he simply has to be a soldier in his business. 

Many of the papers resorted to almost daily editorials in the last 

weeks of the campaign singing the glory and praise of Mr. ‘Taft. 
Letters-to-the-editor columns, supposedly nonpartisan and open to 
all, were loaded to the brim with ‘Taft letters, while only oceas en 1 
would a letter friendly to Mr. Ferguson find its way through the iron 
curtain. Cartoons by the basketful showing Mr. Taft ina noble light 
eraced the front and editorial pages of most of the newspapers in 
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And this was done not only on a casual but on a regular 





the State. 
basis. 

To give you some conception of what happened with our free press 
in Ohio in the past campaign, let me give you statistics gathered by 
an Ohio State University student who wrote his master’s thesis on 
the subject. I refer to the publication that I had here. I wonder 
if I may see that. I refer to yp publication of Sidney R. Rowland, 
and I think I have described it adequately for your purposes. 

He checked newspapers the last 5 weeks of the campaign, from 
October 1 through Noember 6. Incidentally, he checked only five 
hewspapers. 

Among other papers, he reviewed the Cincinnati Times-Star, of 
which Senator Taft is one of the directors. Now I am not so sure of 
that. I know he is a stockholder, is reported as one of the five stock 
holders of the corporation. I don’t know that he is a director. He 
may be. At least he has an interest in the paper 

Apropos, it might be of just a little incidental interest if I read a 
statement of Mr. Taft to which I wholly and completely subscribe. 
On October 7 Senator Taft issued a prepared statement in Cincin- 
nati in connection with National Newspaper Week. Mr. Taft com- 
plimented the daily and weekly newspapers of Ohio and the Nation 
on the great good they were doing. Now I quote from Mr. Taft: 



















Our newspapers regard freedom of the press not as a special grant belong 
ing to publishers but as a right belonging to the people. They practice good 
citizenship 










meaning our newspapers. 






Our newspapers are progressive and fair, rendering service and justice to all 
and fighting injustice to anyone. They give every side a chance to be heard. 






Mr. Taft is a stockholder, one of five, in the Cincinnati Times-Star. 
The person who did the research which I have described to you re- 
ports on the 5 weeks from October 1 through November 6 concerning 
the Cincinnati Times-Star, that on page 1 of that paper there were 
217 column inches devoted to Mr. Taft’s candidacy. This is almost 
unbelievable in a great n etropolitan press. 

Mr. Ferguson had no coverage on the first page whatsoever. Not 
evena single inch notevena single line. 

On the other pages other than the first page of the Cincinnati Times 
Star during the same 5) week period, stories coverage, the general 
newspaper commentary, the total over-all communication of the cam 
paign to the general public was at least loaded in Mr. Taft’s behalf 
on a 10-to-1 basis. 

If you ask me for specifics as to how I arrive at 10 to 1, I have none 
It comes out of a bitter review of the painful days of the campaign. 
the bitter judgment that I formed during the campaign and some 
general analysis. 

For example, the same study referred to above, while disclosing 
that the Times-Star published in the 5-week period described above 30) 
letters in its letters-to the-editor column friendly to Mr. Taft, only 
2 friendly to Mr. Ferguson were published. 

I would comment that is a pretty good average with the Times 
Star, and I would suggest that Mr. Ferguson got a pretty good break 
on that basis. 

For the same period, the Cleveland Plain Dealer published 20 let 
ters in behalf of Mr. Taft’s candidacy and 4 for Mr. Ferguson. The 
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Columbus Dispatch published 19 letters espousing Mr. Taft’s candi- 
dacy and 1 for Mr. Ferguson. The most liberal, on this score, of all 
of these papers was the Columbus Citizen. It published 62 letters 
for Mr. Taft and 25 for Mr. Ferguson. 

And if you want to see a routine device used in the Ohio press 
during the campaign, here it is. This is the Sunday, October 15, 
1950, edition, or copy rather, of the Youngstown Vindicator. This is 
the letters-to-the-editor page to which I refer. 

Incidentally, the Vindicator is, 1 suppose, as we consider newsp: aper 
politics in our State, we don’t but many people would sort of consider 
them middle of the road. Our people in Youngstown don’t however. 
All right, here it is. 

There are seven letters—this is two or three Sundays before elec 
tion—to the editor, all in Mr. Taft’s behalf scattered through this 
business here, these two columns, none for Mr. Ferguson, but the in- 
teresting thing to note is the device used. 

Headline, “Taft is pro-American, beholden to no group.” This is 
letters to the editor that I referred to. Another headline—one isn’t 
enough—*Wonders who really compose America’s laboring forces.” 

Then of course the union workers are given the business in these let- 
= And then a third one, all the way down, you see. The third one, 

aders offer many reasons why Taft is needed in Capital.” 

‘ submit this for the record for whatever it is worth, with this ob- 
servation: That what I have just reported to you was typical and 
symptomatic of the campaign in Ohio, rather than otherwise. 

Senator Guuterre. Mr. Clayman, without commenting in any way 
on a suggested bias of that kind or any possibility of controlling a 
newspaper policy, there is nothing in any evidence that you have that 
would indicate that the percentage published might conform to the 
percentage received ? 

Mr. Ctayman. I am sure—now, I don’t have—and that is a per- 
tinent question—I don’t have tangible evidence to present to you. 1 
am confident—we didn’t prepare this point, maybe unwisely—I am 
confident that we can obtain information indicating releases of a 
variety of nature that either way ignored completely by many news- 
papers or else were relegated to a back page position. 

Incidentally, 1—were you referring strictly to letters ? 

Senator Ginterre. Yes; I was referring—I had in mind, of course, 
letters to the readers’ columns which many papers carry. 

Mr. Crarman. I do know this: that any number of people, for in- 
stance in Columbus, have advised me that they have written to the 
Columbus paper and their letters never appeared, although the ratio 
of letters Taft versus Ferguson were what I have described to you. 

I am sorry, I thought you were referring to something besides the 
letters. 

Senator Gruurrrr. No. 

Senator Monronry. May I ask there if there were any letters in 
behalf of Taft that were printed in the labor newspapers. 

Mr. Crayman. To my knowledge, none. 

Senator Monronry. You don’t know whether they were received 
or not, of course. 

Mr. CLrayman. I have no knowledge of any of them being received. 

think it is something we could determine quickly. I would point 
this out: that the distinction between the public press, which goes into 
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every home under the guise of being news, 1s utterly different than 
that of a house organ. You are on guard, or you should be on guard 
one way or the other when you read the publication of a business 
organization, and everybody is put on guard that our labor papers 
come from us. ‘They are our house organ. 
There isn't the same situation with newspapers that come to you, 
and I know all kinds of people who accept 1t as straight, no question 
t all, because how coulda hewspaper lie or distort ¢ 
Senator Monronry. One is a special privilege paper, I agree, and 
the other Is veneral distribution, but in the Opinion of the readers, 
[ thought perhaps they might have their columns open to both view 
points, even in a special-interest publication. 
fr. CLAYM j lon’t know of any < there ay be some letter pub 
shed Yas be ; ‘half, I don’t know of any. I don’t know of any 
received, 
isive about this, as VOU Cali sense. You see, how 
a kind of a neutral party in the kind of environ 
iat LT have attempted to describe / 
Monroney. I don’t think anyone is expecting neutrality 
bor press in this campaign, particularly on editorial com 
the treatment f news and thines of that kind, but ] did 
the letters from the readers that thes would at least be open 


sicles. 


{ 
1 
| 


LAYMAN. I can’t answer vour question. I don’t know whether 
ere received, or if thev were received whether they wer 


Moore. May I inquire whether the witness would like to have 


ument identified as an exhibit 4 


\YMAN. Yes: may I please present it for documentation ? 


Gitcerre. Will you wait until Senator Smith asks some 


recall not cing whether many of the letters 
“un written by the same people. 
(LAYMAN. There were some, and again nov lL have to repo 
knowledge. In the Columbus area, where | spend a 
here IT read the papers more faithtulh 
are repeaters. ‘There are folks actually 
letters maybe a couple of times a month. 
There were soi le repeats i Columbus. T ean’ 
repetit on 


ndicate rev F etter writers were 


ont imoplhy . because | dont know, that these lettel 


‘ 


erately doctored by the newspapers. 1 don’t mean that 


how 

| ao hake the pont, POs. 4 that the letters were printed with a 
honing bias toward Mr. Taft. I do know that m the Columbus 
guson letters, which were sent in to the Columbus papers, 
nted. I cannot advise as to the whole State. My belief 

was the pattern throughout. 
tor Ginterre. I might state in that connection that I know of 
personal know ledge that it is a device that has been used in a number 


of jurisdictions to incite a flow of letters to reach a readers’ colum 
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on a certain date so the percentage would appear favorable to one side 
or the other. I know that has been done. 

Mr. Moore, will you identify that as an exhibit, please. 

Mr. Moore. The witness has offered for identification as exhibit No. 
108 the pages previously identified from the Youngstown Vindicator, 
edition of Sunday, October 15, 1950. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 108” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Gitterre. Proceed, Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. Crayman. Or witness another aspect of the iron curtain attitude 
on the part of newspapers in Ohio in the past campaign. One of the 
Alsops—both of the Alsops wrote the column—has had a column regu- 
larly carried by the Cleveland Plain Dealer. One of his columns re- 
7 ased for July 7 publication was critical of a number of Senators in 

egard to their attitudes on foreign policy. 

It so happened the Senators criticized were exclusively Republican. 
Mr. Alsop specifically named certain Senators whom he chided. 
Among the Senators named was Mr. Taft. The Cleveland Plain 
Dealer carried the column in question, hut struck the name of Senator 
Taft from the list of those Members of Congress chastised by Mr. 
Alsop. 

I recite this again not beeause of this specific item but it is sympto- 
matie of the whole newspaper campaign in the State of Ohio. 

Or consider another item in the record. Commencing about a year 
before election, dozens of Ohio papers carried a column bearing Mr. 
Taft’s name. He wrote the column. Mr. Taft was sort of a visiting 
columnist to the newspapers. These columns were published on vir- 
tually a weekly basis—Mr. Taft said yesterday on an actual weekly 
basis, I said virtually—-and presumably were supposed to be a non- 
partisan report to the people from the Senator. 

Actually, this Senator Taft column became an out-and-out political 
instrumentality which Mr. Taft used to present his political views, 
and among those views were political views on Communist charges and 
CIO-PAC and to attack his political enemies. 

On page 18 of Mr. Taft’s testimony he clarified this point in terms 
of statistics. He said that 180 papers carried this column weekly for 
16 months. I quickly estimated what that meant. It means 11,700 
individual columns bearing not only Mr. Taft’s name, as they all did 
as the writer of the column, but bearing his views. 

[ just have a hunch that even I might get elected for public office 
f I had that kind of a head start. 

li many papers these columns were carried until election day and 
then were no more. Apparently, there was no further need to report 
to the people after election day. 

This indicates the extent to which the newspapers opened their 
columns to Mr. 'Taft’s self-serving publicity, while the iron curtain 
was shut tight in the face of his opposition 

Here is an amusing by-note that I think deserves a quick mention. 
Two of the newspapers in Columbus, the Columbus Dispatch and thi 
Columbus Journal were so incensed by the effrontery of Mr. Ferguson 
to run against Mr. Taft that they de ‘veloped the polic v after the elec- 
tion that they would never mention his name, and they have adhered to 
that religiously, even though he is an auditor and all kinds of news 
comes out of the auditor’s office, but just to show how ludicrous this 
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kind of policy can be, Mr. Ferguson was a pallbearer at a friend’s 
funeral. That obviously posed a difficult problem, and so it was 
resolved in this fashion: The pallbearers were—I do not have the 
names—Mr. Jones, Mr. Smith, Mr. Williams, and the State auditor. 

IL recite that, not because in and of itself it is significant, but again 
symptomatic of the kind of campaign that you cannot imagine sitting 
on the other side of this table unless you were merged in it as some of 
ui were, 

Newspapers, as well as the public, should be put on notice by this 
committee that the tr aditional concept of free press in our country 
does not only mean the freedom of the publisher to use his news columns 
as he sees fit, but it also means the freedom of the people to read the 
truth in a political campaign—the freedom to hear both sides of the 
political issues. I say it is a matter of conscience and not of law. 

Because I am not prepared to make any observations about legisla 
tion, ] appreciate the subt lety of a problem of this sort, and I would 
not want to suggest anything at all that inhibits a free press in ou 
country. Then I generalize. 

The real hope of the retention of our democratic institutions is to 
keep the channels of information to the people free, clean, and open. 
That wasn’t so in Ohio in 1950, 

It is my humble belief—and this is the only rr ey | 
have—that this committee can serve a great purpose by declaring to 
the country that what happened in Ohio last year should not happen 
iwwain. Such a declaration from this high place may prod the news 
paper industry—at least in Ohio—into a reexamination of its ethics 

he Ohio campaign. 
In an unprecedented manner, so-called institutional advertis 
used in Ohio, 
le past Campaign hundreds of thousands of dollars—indeed, the 
bevy well be in excess of a million dollars “Was spent 1n buying 
ed institutional advertising in Ohio’s ne Wspapers. 


have no * ecific figures to aha sent to the committee. It isa wel 
; on which ] beheve to be true. 


The pu irpose of these advertisements was obviously and patently 
to cre Ate t polit ea ‘ I iosphere and hie od friendly to Mr. Taft. Inc 
dental n almost all cases these advertisements were unsigned or the 
Spo nsor ies undesignated., 

The institutional ads. which appeared In every metropolit: in news 
paper, as well as in many smaller communities, picked up the general 
arguments made by Mr. Taft inthe campaign. These arguments wer 
general zed and o soe ci e removed from the political crmpailg 
ostensibly is the word—but, notwithstanding, it can be said with com 
p lete cert: unty that it was the intent of the parties who paid for the 
advertising to influence and affect the political climate in the senatorial 
campaign in Ohio. 

Of course, Mr. ‘Taft’s candidacy was not specifically espoused 1 
these advertisements, but it really wasn’t necessary to point him out 
by name. Institutional advertising may be more effective than the 
typical brand of signed political advertising. 

My guess is that the smarter boys in this field have come to that 
point of view, that the institutional ad does a better job of creating a 
friendly mood than that of the paid political ad, and it does not 
appear as an expenditure by the candidate. 
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Incidentally, the great bulk of these advertisements throughout 
the State were cut off at election day. ‘The inevitable conclusion to 
be drawn from this fact is that the sponsors of the advertisements 
intended to influence the result of the election. 

These institutional advertisements are definitely political expendi- 
tures. If the parties involved were completely frank, they would 
have made their contributions directly to Mr. Taft’s campaign com 
mittee. It is our belief that vast corporate expenditures were involved 
in the majority of this advertising in the past campaign in Ohio. 

While this type of institutional advertising, intended to affect polit! 
cal results, has been used in ¢ Jhuio in the past L have seen it in the past 
few elections, hot too many—never has it approac hed the tremendous 
concentration witnessed in Ohio in 1950.) Apparently business inter 
ests have come upon this device as a means of ayoiding the election 
laws and intend to play this role to the very hilt in the future. 

Any realistic appraisal of institutional advertising of the Ohio 
campaign should make clear the subterfuge elements of the device, its 
effect on voters and its tremendous cost. Institutional advertising of 
this nature should be considered in the same category as out-and-out 
political expenditures. For that’s what it is. 

On the basis of our experience in the Ohio campaign in 1950 T would 
submit to this committee two recommendations. Obviously they do 
” cover the whole field but they seem most relevant. They are: 

. The establishment by Congress of a permanent and continuing 
ageney which would be ¢ harged with the duty of policing all Federal 
elections. ‘This agency should have tiel | offices and staff in the variou 
States of the Union ready and able to make on the-spot investigation 
and reports while the campaign is in progress, 

And that is important. Ido not know how much purpose it serves. 
| think it is well, but 1 do not know how much purpose it serves to have 
these investigations after the barn has burned down. I do not mean 
that these : nvestigations are not wise and well, but some purpose may 
be served, but vou do not see that if we had people inthe field to whom 
complaints could be made, people who were charged with the respon 
sibility of making investigations while the act was being perpetrated, 
you would have some real effective enforcement of election laws. And, 
incidentally, the mere presence of such agencies out in the field might 
deter some of the evil practices with which all of us are familiar. 

2. Amendment of existing elections laws to provide that all individ 
als, organizations, and committees report to the proper Federal 
authorities, prior to the date of election and at regular intervals, all 
expenditures, contemplated expenditures, commitments, and contracts, 
In excess of a reasonable sum. 

I do not know what that reasonable sum should be, whether it is 

0 or S100, but if a person wants to send out a half-dozen post cards, 
something of that sort, there should not be any prohibition of that 
type of thing. : 

The Federal authority should be required to report publicly such 
expenditures, et. cetera, as soon as the information is received. 

There are some practical limitations, I assume, and I say this with 
out any claim of expertness, because I have never made a close study 
of Federal elections laws. It is pretty obvious there are some prac 
tical difficulties in trying to determine uncontrolled funds spent by 
organizations and people not directly associated with the candidate. 
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My private guess is that if these expenditures were given publicity 
before the elections, it would be il very effective deterrent. 

And, finally, as I conclude: 

As L review the Ohio campaign I am sure that I cannot adequately 
convey to you the full picture of what happened in our State. So 
fantastic is this panorama, I have not used the word as I see the picture, 
at least, ill-advisedly. That only by your own thorough investigation 
can you ap preciate and believe the height and solidity of the wall 
delibe rate ly set up between Mr. F erguson and the people a wall built 
hy the newspapers, but by millions of dollars spent on publicity and 

PeANIZ ation, 

There wasn’t a road upon which one could travel without sighting 
Mr. ‘Taft's name on expensive billboards. There was hardly a radio 
station in the State that didn’t din the name of Mr. Taft in one’s 
ears. There wasn’t a television station that didn’t offer a regular 
view of Mr. Taft or his friends. There was hardly a hewspaper of 
mportance that didn’t build up Mr. Taft as a brilliant and breath 
taking model of statesmanship and virtue. 

Then would you believe this: Even my shirts did not escape the net 
work of propaganda. During the campaign, with regularity, my 
shirts came back from the laundry loaded down with politica 
propaganda. 

Let me say this. I don’t remember that Mr. Taft's name was speci 
fically mentioned “Vote for Mr. Taft” or anything of that sort, but 
the repetition of the same general arguments that Mr. Taft was mak- 
ine through the campaign were included in this material that ap- 
peared 11 may shirts. 

()f course, the literature cease dw ith the e ‘lection and after Nove m 
ber 7, 1950, my shirts again started to come back to me unsulhied. 
I must report, 


] 


nowever, that the  anaifesl interlude is over, for just 
a few weeks ago my shirts again were being propagandized. You see, 
here’s another election coming up. 
All of this took money, this whole picture that I have deseribed 
money, beyond my capacity to count. 
the Ohio campaign 1s a pattern for the future, and the ‘re are 


‘uy be, what is the prospect for democratic elections as 
we look ahead? What will be the chance; what opportunities will 


there be for the candidate without money, without powerful corporat: 
ind newspaper friends? Will elections go inevitably to the man wit 
. bankroll and a conservative political attitude? Will elections b 
irtered off to be sold tothe man with highest bid ? 
These are questions and problems that v0 to the heart and soul of 
our democratic elective process. ‘These are questions which have beet 
ose by the ( Jhio 1950 senatorial campaign, 
That con iplet 1 iormal statement. 
I ‘is. Thank vou very much, Mr. Clayman. 
he customary hour for adjourning the hear 
I believe Senator Smith has a statement or a ques 
would like to ask. Mr. Moore, would you mind let 
1 direct her question to you so that you can answe 
ce p rovision for it? 
SmirH. Mr. Chairman, I view with considerable reserva- 
unsupported statements concerning certain alleged institu 








qq] 
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tional advertising in Ohio which was supposed to be beneficial to Sena- 
tor Taft. 

We have heard testimony to the effect that these ads did not men- 
tion Mr. Taft by name, nor did they mention the Republican Party 
by name. Under the circumstances the question of whether they were 
beneficial to a particular candidate is wholly dubious, and we should 
not let the record stand unchallenged. 

We have further heard hearsay evidence from Mr. Doyle as to the 
alleged cost of this advertising. ‘To attribute his unsupported testi 
niony of the cost of ndvertising which did not menti®n Taft’s name 
or that of the ae n Party asa oe expense incurred by 
the Taft sup porte ls s hiel ily questiol li ab le, » Say the least. 

I should lke to ok the ecommittee’s counsel whether he or his stafl 
has rut across any similar institutional advertis! he on the part of any 
unions. IT should also like to ask him if any attempt could be m: ide 
to go into this advertising to determine just what organizations 

ponsored this institutional advertising and for what purpose such 
rdivertisinge was used, when it was used, how many papers used it 
md what the actual cost was. 

We have heard so many varying statements as to the amount of 
alleged institutional advertising money spent by the Taft forces, 
| would like to get the specific items of any similar expenditure by the 
forces for Fere@uson. 

Senator Hennineas. I take it the Senator is asking counsel to obtain 
this information. 

Senator SmirH. That is right. 

Senator HENNINGs. For future use by the committee. 

Mr. Moore. | wonder if | nueht state at this time for the ] cord, 
NH response to Mrs. Smith's question, Senator Hennings. that Wwe do 
have witnesses prepared who have been subpena a ect to these hearings 
for the purpose of developing that particular phase of the inquiry 

I do have at the moment examples of literature, and I think there are 

O. possibly three witnesses we intend to eall. You may re ‘all this 

ornine during the course of Mr. Fer@uson’s examina 
tated on the record that it would be appropriate, I thoug 
that phase of 1 through him. 


tl 
I 1 ] l ] 
ence Was made to it. ana f thought at that time 1 think Z micht have 
rhit 


to ale velc 1s) 


The e gminations on file ana our preparations indicated that Wit 
nesses were here on that subject and that Mr. Fereuson himself ap 
parently had no direct acquaintance with it, and unless you preter 
otherwise, our plans are to proceed according to the previous plan to 
develop this particular phase of it through the witnesses to whom I 
nave referred. 

Senator Smitn. Mr. Chairman, as I have followed it, T have eat] 
ered that most of this was attributed to Mr. Taft. and I w: ttt to 
be sure that we had the figures on both sides for that kind of adver 
tising. Are you preparing to give us comparable figures on that 4 

Mr. Moore. | don't know that we have comparable figures, We have 
it least one example that I think of of so-called institutional adver- 


? 


tising on the other side, that is to say on the side of the labor peop le, 
Senator Smrrxe. Will you have the staff look into it 7 
Mr. Moore. Oh. indeed, yes, we intend to look into that as fully “as 
ORS ) 
ible. 
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Senator Hennines. You do have witnesses, Mr. Moore, who will 
develop that matter as to both the Taft campaign and the Ferguson 
campaign as indicated by Senator Smith. 

Mr. Moore. That is right, Senator. 

Senator SmirH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hrennines. Now I believe that you have a list of witnesses 
for tomorrow, Mr. Moore, which for the benefit of the committee and 
the press I will now read. 

Mr. Clayman, we regret very much that we are going to have to 
ask you to comeback in the morning for questioning. 

Mr. CLtayMan. | will cancel my reservation back home. 

Senator HenNNiNGs. You have raised a number of points of great 
interest and concern to the committee and the public, and we feel that 
In any event in undertaking to examine you after consultation with the 
other members of the committee, it is the consensus that it will take 
perhaps more time than any of us are prepared to give to this matter 
today. 

Mr. CLrayMan. [am at the committee’s service. 

Senator Henninos. It would carry us well beyond 6 o’clock or there- 
abouts. We all have other things to attend to in our offices as you can 
well understand, I know. 

Now the list of the witnesses handed to me by the committee coun- 
sel, following Mr. Clayman tomorrow, Mr. Willis D. Gradison, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, Mr. Ben Tate, of Cincinnati, Ohio, Mr. Harry W. Au 
cust, of Columbus, Ohio, Mr. Phil Hannah, of Columbus, Ohio, Mr. 
QO. P. Van Schoick, of Columbus, Ohio, are all of the witnesses presently 
scheduled for tomorrow. 

If there is nothing further from any of the committee or counsel 
the hearing is declared adjourned until tomorrow morning at 10 
o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 4:25 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 10a.m.,on Wednesday, November 28, 1951.) 
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INVESTIGATION INTO THE 1950 OHLO SENATORIAL 
CAMPAIGN 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 1951 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILIEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:13 a. m., 
in room 318, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C., Senator Guy 
M. Gillette (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Gillette (chairman), Monroney, Smith (Maine), 
and Hennings. 

Also present : John P. Moore, chief counsel; Grace E. Johnson, chief 
clerk, of the subcommittee staff. 

Senator Guerre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

The subcommittee meet this morning with a quorum in attendance 
pursuant to the adjournment taken yesterday afternoon. Off the 
record, 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Clayman, when the recess was taken yes- 
terday afternon, you had not completed your testimony. Will you 
proceed ¢ 


TESTIMONY OF JACOB CLAYMAN, SECRETARY-TREASURER, OHIO 
CIO COUNCIL AND SECRETARY-TREASURER, OHIO CIO POLITICAL 
ACTION COMMITTEE, COLUMBUS, OHIO—Resumed 


Mr. CuaymMan. I wonder this. I completed my more formalized 
testimony. I should lke to proceed now with a few minutes to make 
answer to some of the specific charges and allegations made by Mr. 
Taft in his testimony, if that is proper. 

Senator Gitterre. Very well. 

Mr. CtrayMan. Thank you. I observed as I listened and as I read 
Mr. Taft’s testimony that he spent about 4 or 5 pages on the issue 
of carpetbaggers. 

While normally IT don’t attach much significance on either side to 
that kind of argument, apparently he means the argument earnestly 
because he spent so much time with it, and since he means it-earnestly, 
perhaps there ought to be a quick word of answer. 

The first week in October 1950, a Republican rally was held in 
Columbus, a big rally. Senator Bricker was one of the speakers and 
made an eloquent statement in which he inveigled against the in- 
vasion, using his word, the invasion of carpetbaggers from outside 
the State. 
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There was a great huzza as he made that observation and the news 
papers, of course, carried it all over the State. 

The interesting fact isthat immediately after Senator Taft sat down, 
having made that observation, Senator Wherry addressed he 

Che seeond item that I ean relate from our observation is that 
Senator Taft and it was commented upon here Senator Taft spoke 

Iilinois neainst the reelection of Set itor Lucas. 

No. 3. Senator H wry Calin appeared In Cinemnati? ana spoke to a 

; ae ote 


ner oO there l il Wa dese} Dec ! fhe omen ope ne oT the 


No. 4, Harold Stassen appeared in Ohio to speak in Mr. Taft’s behalf 
Fulton Lewis, Jr., George Sokolsky, Adoiph Menjou, Harry Byrd, a 


[ have described these few names simply as thev came to me from 


the very limited material that | brought dov nw ith me. Had | antici 
pated this question, my guess is that we could have introduced doze1 
more Gentiemen of that stamp and q ial ty who cnime from outs de 
the St ite to speak n Mr. Taft’s behalf. 
[ suppose it may be facetious but factual to observe that I have 
learned a new cd nition of c rpetbagge1 ‘ul thi hearine. \pparenthy 







‘ , ‘ 1 
ian Who comes from outside of the State who } 






Phere were other observations Mr. Taft made. He pictured to vou 
in enormous flow of literature that apparently must have cost 
ro ma 


Dec: <eF If col leh t be otherwise na; a =f ve cost uncounted sums 











} } 


LH went o To SAy he 1d to resort To the kK nd of campaign he did 






1+] kind of exnenditiy ssimply to meet the onslaueht. the Niagara 














| { tally ma t] ~ amusit 
i. clipping from the Toledo Blade. It is dated October 18, 1950. It 
purports to be a lit of a review of the campaign by Martin S. Havden. 
North American Newspaper Alliance, the last paragraph reads thusl 














Taft literature distributors missed no one. They had a man on duty het 
passing out:the printed word at the convention of the Oh Distriet Council 
t] B Evervbody ets the vote message whether able to read or not 





Well. of course, this isn’t an argument, but T suggest it implies th 
k nd of materials that were used by th other de, and apparently We 
cet that charge aimed at us. 

I think J] gave the committee’s staff, T think, 34 or 36 pieces of 

terature, some of them expensive and some of them not. utilized by 
the Taft group just in that Columbus office. which was not the St iti 











ofhice but stmplv the Franklin County offies 
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We got them by the simple expedient of sending one of the office 
virls over there to pick them up. There were 34 or 36, T don’t know 
now many we have missed. Obviously we have missed none. 

And now, if I may direct myself to the charges made by Mr. Taft 
vehemently concerning the scurrility of the ¢ ainpalgn -and he was 
primarily concerned in his charge w ith the seurrility exercised by the 
labor groups, and specifically as he stated them for the record, 
CIO-PAC. 

Now, then, let’s take a look at the seurrility. Let's take a look at 
our literature. 

And Mr. Taft introduced as the unholy exhibit 1 of his allegation 
the picture book called The Robert Alfonso Taft Story, It’s on the 
Record, and he said about this piece of literature, and I quote him: 

The most infamous piece of political propaganda ever devised. 

Well, that is a pretty serious charge. I] trust he means it. Let's 
look at it. 

Mr. Taft objected specifically to three items that I reeall, both 
from what he said extemporaneously and what he states in his written 
statement. What are the items? No. 1, he objected to the quotation 
that we use: 

It is simply fantastic to suppose there is any danger of an attack on the 
United States by Japan. 

And he said that he has always maintained that that was not his 
statement, that it is a he, a tissue of lies, to use his dramatic language. 

Now, then, where did we get that statement’ The assumption is 
we dreamed it up. Where did we get it? Let me tell you where 
we got it. 

We got it from the newspapers in the State of Ohio. We got it 
from newspapers who were friendly, vehemently friendly to the cause 
of Mr. Taft. Unfortunately I did not bring all of my stuff with 
me, but [ have in front of me a leaflet that was put out by the citizens 
committee for Ferguson, and on the front page of the leaflet is the 
exact reproduction of a cartoon which appeared in the Cleveland 
Press March 17, 1948. 

Does the committee have these? The Senators may conceivably 
want to look at it. 

One of the panels reported by the Cleveland Press says this April 
16,1941. It quotes Mr. Taft: 


It is fantastic to suppose any danger of attack by Japan 


Now, then, I don’t know whether Mr. Taft said or did not say 
this item or made this statement. I do know that the newspapers of 
Ohio re ported him as saying it. 

And, incidentally, I do know this, too. This statement was made 
in a debate with Prof. Henry Miller Busch, of Western Reserve 
Unive rsity, in Cleveland before the C ity Club of Cleveland, and Mr. 
Busch remembers de finitely and distinetly that Mr. Taft made this 
allegation, because he was the other member to the debate, made this 
allegation in a discussion on foreign policy 

Now, then, is it a tissue of lies? Are we guilty of scurrility! Are 
we to he damned in the fashion that he has because we have used this 
observation that appears on the record as far as the newspapers of 
Ohio are concerned ? 
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What are some of the other allegations? And I am taking them 
as specifically as I was able to get them. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the witness a moment, 
please ? 

Senator Giuuterre. Yes, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. I think it will be appropriate for the record to indicate 
that the document to which Mr. Clayman referred is in the record 
as exhibit No. 43. 

Senator Monroney. To clarify that, that is a document of the 
printed campaign publicity reproducing Scripps-Howard cartoon and 
not a photostat of any newspaper article that appeared with that 
eto 2 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. The document is entitled—— 

Mr. Crayman. “Lest We Forget,” and not knowing all of the 
amenities of the committee, I don’t know whether it is proper for me 
to suggest that if there is any doubt at all concerning the authenticity 
of this cartoon, may I recommend that the committee double check 
onit? It will be simple to do so. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, may I just ask one question of 
the witness? 

Senator GiLLerre. Senator Hennings 

Senator Henninos. In connection with exhibit 43, Mr. Clayman, 
Mr. Talburt is a very well known editorial caricaturist, and he does 
his work for the syndicate, does he not, the Scripps-Howard Syndicate ? 

Mr. CraymMan. That is my understanding, sir. 

Senator Hennings. He is not working directly for the Cleveland 
Press as I gather. 

Mr. Curayman. I don’t know what the relationship really is. You 
probably would know more about it than I — A 

Senator Hennunes. I seem to recall that his work appears in all of 
the Ser IP] s-Howard papers. 

Mr. CuaymMan. I think that is true. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you. 

Mr. CraymMan, All right. what is the second charge in relation to 
the picture book ¢ Mr. Taft alleges that we misrepresented his vote 
in regard to public housing. * Well, let’s take a look at it. And 


( harges t] atawall tobea tissue of lies, 
Well, the plain fact is that Mr. Taft did lend his name to the publi 
housing bill i {Ss orig. il fashion. The plain fact is that Mr. Taft 


made some very interesting and laudatory statements concerning 
public housing. 

The plai n fact is that in the Eichtieth Congress when Mr. Taft’ 
akon of leadership was most significant, in our judgment the chips 
were down in terms of his sincerity on the issue of public housing, 
the pl: un tact 1s that on the date of Aucust 6, 1948, page 10093, Mr. 
Taft voted against his own bill in essence by voting for a substitute 
proposed by Senator McCarthy, without public housing in it. 

Now I don’t know, maybe we are naive. Maybe we don’t fully ap 
preciate the intri icacles of Federal legislation, but as ordinary folks, 
it struck us as quite relevant and pertinent to report that in essence 
when the chips were down, Mr. Taft voted against public housing. 

That explains the background of our activity and report on Mr. 
Taft’s housing record. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Gitterre. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smirn. Right there, Mr. Clayman, are you familiar with 
President Truman’s statement on Senator Taft’s part in the housing 
bill? 

Mr. CLaymMan. I have read it. 

Senator Smiru. Have you seen the letter ? 

Mr. CLAyMAN. I have seen a photostat of it. 

Senator Smrru. Well, you think it is a correct photostat? 

Mr. CLayman. No, no, no; I was just being literal. 

Senator Smiru. In which the President says: 

It was a great pleasure for me to sign the bill on which so much work has 
been done. I believe it will contribute to the public welfare. No one has taken 
more interest in this subject than you have. 

Mr. Ciayman. The President's letter would not revise our point of 
view. I don’t know what the amenities are of White House relation- 
ship with Senators of both parties. I don’t know what the routine is 
on that score, but the plain fact—and for heaven’s sake, if we are 
wrong, we want to be set right—when a man proposes a bill, puts his 
name toa bill, alleges he is for public housing and then when the chips 
are down and he is in leadership, votes against in effect that bill by 
supporting an amendment that eliminates, strips the bill of public 
housing, we interpret that as an unfriendly act to public housing. 

Now, it may be that you, ladies and gentlemen, have some informa- 
tion that isn’t within the ken of our knowledge, but those are the facts 
as we read them, and that is the interpretation that we placed upon 

.and T submit that can’t conceivably be, even remotely be in the cate- 
sone of a tissue of hes or scurrility as charged by Mr. Taft. 

Senator Sairu. Mr, Chairman, I gather that Mr. Clayman ques- 
tions the sincerity of President Truman’s letter. 

Mr. Chrayman. Oh, I don’t, Senator. 

Senator Smiru. Tam only repeating what you said, Mr, Clayman. 

Mr. Chayman. You and T could have a little fun on semantics here. 

Senator Suirn. I think this is too serious to have fun with here, 
Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. CLayMan. I am serious, I am, and I assume you are, and I don’t 
accept that as literal evidence, and ap pare ntly you are prepared to. 
| don’t, and I don’t mean to impugn the President’s motivation. 

Senator Samiru. Mr. Chairman, I hesitate to take the time to read 
this memo, but since Mr. Clayman has brought this matter of housing 
up, I think it must be a part of the record, and I would like to take 
time now to read the record prepared by Senator Taft’s research man, 
if I may read it into the record. 

Senator Gitierre. Without objection, you may do so. 

Senator Surru. The memorandum reads: 


Sunsect: Lies rE Tarr Recorp 


Allegation: After sponsoring the Taft-Ellender-Wagner housing bill in the 

ehtieth Congress, you turned around and voted against your own bill, killing 
its chances for that session of Congress. 

Truth: You were a sponsor of the public-housing bill, S. 866, introduced in 
the first session of the Eightieth (1947). It was reported that session, and a 
supplemental report containing certain amendments wus filed during the second 
session (1948). The bill passed on a voice yote April 22, was referred to the 
House Banking and Currency Committee and died there. The House simply did 
not favor public housing or slum clearance. 
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Later in the year, during the special séssion called by Truman (he demanded, 
among other things, public-housing legislation), the Senate Banking and Cur 
rency Committee reported H. R. 6959. 

This was a bill to amend the National Housing Act and had passed the Hous¢ 
on June 18. No public housing or slum clearance sections were contained in the 
bill as it passed the House. Of course, these were very major features of S. S66 
as it has passed the Senate 

But, the Senate committee, in reporting H. R. 6959 on August 5, substitute 
all salient features of the text of S. 866 in lieu of the House-passed text. 

As you stated on August 5 (p. 9855) : 

“Mr. President, the general situation is that the House passed a bill before 
recess in June, House bill 6950. That bill was referred to the Senate Committe: 
on Banking and Currency 

“The subcommittee of that committee prepared a bill, which appears in the 
so-called committee print which is before the Senate, and I think Senators wi 
find on their desks. That bill incorporates various portions of Senate bill S66 
which was passed by the Senate and ignored by the House. I think it contai: 
one or two provisions of H. R. 6959, and contains one or two additional measur: 
which have come up attempting in general to straighten out difficulties which 
have arisen in the housing situation I shall speak somewhat more at lengt 
a little later. 

“The Senate Committee on Banking and Currency, however, rejected the sul 
committee report, and by a vote of 7 to 5, | think it was, and substituted instead 
the original Senate bill S66 as it passed the Senate. So that the Senate now 
has before it H. R. 6959, with a committee amendment striking out all after 
the enacting clause and inserting S. 866. It is my understanding that the Sen 
ator from Wisconsin (Mr. McCarthy) will offer the subcommittee substitute 
which appears in the committee print, and the main issue in the Senate there 
fore will be S. S66 as recommended by the committee as a substitute, and the sub 
committee substitute 

“The principal difference lies in the fact that the subcommittee substitute does 
not include any low-rent subsidized housing, nor does it include the urban de 
velopment Those are the main differences between the bills.” 

On August 6 you stated (p. 9926) : 

“Mr. President, I say to the Senate in all sincerity that, because of the position 
of the House, no matter how we handle this matter, if we want a housing bil 
] think the conferees, if there should be a conference, would, in the end, have t 
agree to a bill which did not include subsidized public housing in country and 





city That is my conclusion, although I have done everything to persuade the 
ventlemen who are opposed to it in the House to the contrary. Under the cir 
cumstances, We gain nothing by being insistent We could prolong this batth 
and stay here for some time, but the result, I believe, would be the same. In the 


nterest of accomplishing what we want to accomplish, in the interest of obtain 
ing the things which I believe ure necessary, aside from the subsidized housing 
ograms, I think the Senate would be wise to adopt the McCarthy amend 


ent nd I urge very stronely that the Senate do so.” 
And Senator Smith of New Jerseey stated (p 9932): 
“Mr. President, I shall speak very briefly As previous speakers have pointes 


out, | have supported all the measures which heretofore have been presented for 
slum clearance and public housing. I twice supported the Taft-Ellender-Wagnet 


bill, and I propose to support hereafter all legislation containing the purpose of 
that bill But I recognize that, as has been brought out in the debate, we a 
{ 


facing a condition, not a theory lL feel that it is vitally important that we p: 
housing legislation at this session, going as far as we can go in agreement Ww 
the House It is positive progress to pass the pending amendment even witho 


the slum-clearance and public-housing features, which I am convinced wo 
never pass the House at this emergency session. 

“It is a very difficult vote for me, but T shall support the McCarthy amendme! 
which is supported by the Senator from Ohio, Mr. Taft, who I know has ma 
every possible effort to bring about an agreement between the House and t 
Senate. I think it is a sound approach, and I shall support it from that stat 

I do not feel for one minute that I am surrendering my allegiance 
clearance and publie housing, but even if such legislation were passed 
session we would not have time to get it working before the next Congress 
Shall support the McCarthy amendment, because I think it is the right 


choice of alternatives in this emergency session.” 
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Thus, you voted that day (p. 9935) for the MeCarthy substitute, which passed 
48 to 36. Upon this vote is based the accusation that you voted against your own 
’ ° 
oc bill, H. R. 69859, as amended, was then agreed to by the House without 
conference (August 7), was signed and became Public Law 901 of the Eightieth 
Congress. 

That was dated May 3, 1950, and was prepared by Mr. Taft’s research 
assistant, Mr. Williams. 

Senator Giuterre. All right. The Senator has finished. 

Mr. Crayman. | would make the point, Senator, after listening to 
the statement, that the plain fact is that Mr. Taft did vote for a sub 
stitute without low-cost housing and without slum clearance, which 

least from our point of view was the heart and guts—excuse me— 
the heart of the measure. 

So the worst that can be said—and am | wrone—the worst that 
could be said from our point of view is that we did not lie nor did 
we distort, that perhaps there is a difference of opinion in terms of 
interpretation. That is the worst that can be said. IT would stand 
by our original position, 

Senator Smiri. You are right in standing by your position on the 
vote, but not on the intent and the actual action on the bill, because 
many of us followed the same procedure. 

Mr. ChaymMan. I don’t know 

Senator Sirn. I take great credit in my vote for the housing 
program, 

Mr. CraymMan. I don’t know what was in Mr. Taft’s mind and soul. 
I simply tried to interpret the result from the point of view of the 
interests that we represent. 

Senator Suir. May I just add one word there? The Congres 
ional Record is an accurate report of Senator Taft's position, and 
that we must accept, must we not / 

Mr. Chayman. I accept the report to the extent that I believe that 
r. Taft said what you advised me that he said, I do not accept if 
as an | interprets ition of the end motivation or end result. 

ator SmMirea. Th: aut Is just another indication of the ways of mis 
ricneaniala Member's position in voting on the various amendments 
that come up. Thank you. 

My. CtayMan. May I make a quick statement on that score / 

Senator GILLerre. Of course. 

Mr. CLayMan. Maybe you can tell me wherein Tam wrong. Maybe 
fam. If Lam. I want to know, because we were in earnest and honest 
about the preparat ion of this report. 

For instance, how do you interpret practically—I don’t mean on 
the record as one makes a speech—how do you interpret, for instance, 
the observation of a Senator who says one year, “TI am for the elimina 
-_ of the General Counsel’s office in the NLRB” and then the next 
vear the Senator says, for a variety of reasons of course, “IT am not 
a ‘hes elimination” / 

How do you interpret—and maybe there is an answer, I don’t under 
stand, how do you interpret, for instance, a Senator who places his 
name—and I am told even helped draft the bill—on Federal aid to 
medical schools and then, presumably a short time thereafter, votes 
against it? 


\f 
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Now, then, obviously he has some statements to make. Obvious! 
he must make an explanation of why. Now, because that statement is 
made in the Congressional Record is it assumed that I, for instance, a: 
a citizen must accept that at face value ? 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Clayman, you have a right to accept whatever 
you want to. As I understand it, the Supreme Court uses the Cor 
gressional Record, the legislative history, the debate at the time tli 
bill is acted upon or before the bill is voted upon to make its inte: 
pretation of such a bill. 

Mr. Ciayron. I know what you mean anyway. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GittetTe. Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monroney. Before we leave this housing matter, I was very 
much interested in it myself, and have supported public housing for 
the past 10 years and happen to know the situation because I was o1 
the Banking and Currency Committee of the House. 

do know that the Wagner-Ellender-Taft bill of the Seventy-ninth 
Congress, which did not pass, was changed to the Taft-Ellende: 
Wagener bill in the Eightieth Congress and. as Senator Smith ha 
read, was passed through the Senate, with the public housing feature 
in it, and ran into a comple ‘te road block in the House of Representa 
tives, controlled very firmly } by the Republican Party. 

[ am sure that the CIO, which has been equally zealous and effective 
in promoting public housing and slum clearance, must have known 
the fact that Senator Taft did not desert that fight, but was carrying 
it on as long as there was any possibility or any chance of getting 
effective legislation through in the Eightieth Congress as far as lx 
personally was concerned. The block was in the House. 

But when it came down close to adjournment. time, the whole G1 
housing program, which also was important, was at stake. Eithe: 
you accede to the House position or you don't get any bill for the 
GI's. I believe, as Senator Smith has read, that was the Senator’ 
absolute position on the situation as well as Senator Smith of New 
Jersey. 

Now I can’t help but believe that if the CIO in this case was sincer 
and honest, as you say they wish to be, in the presentation of a mem 
ber’s record—and I think it is important because you still need friend: 
for public housing in both Houses—that you would have presented 
a fairer picture, one that did not to the average laboring man represent 
that Taft was absolutely opposed to any public housing. 

Mr, CLAYMAN. Senator, your interpretation, which I accept 
factual from you, your interpret: ition was not known to us. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Clayman, your re presentatives of the CIO 
were constantly in attendance outside the committee rooms and prob 
ably were the No. 1 factors in promoting public housing on the Hill. | 
don’t see how they could possibly have been not advised as to Senato 
Taft’s position. 

Mr. Ctayman. If my recollection serves me right—and I think 
does—our organization was against—was against—a vote, a friend] 
vote, on the McCarthy amendment. Our position was that then, ou 
position is still that. 

Senator Monroney. In other words, on one vote in the situatio: 
just before adjournment to provide for GI housing and the impos 
sibility of getting it through the other Chamber, over which Senato: 
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Taft had absolutely no control, you think it is a fair representation 
of the Senator’s position that, as you have outlined, that he voted 
for the McCarthy bill? 

Mr. CrayMan. We thought it was fair to report it in the fashion 
we did. And you indicate that perhaps it wasn’t. I want to make 
the point—perhaps I had better make it here—the record of Robert 
Alfonso Taft, which Mr. Taft so nicely calls the black book. he has 
i neat habit of « ‘aricature by words. If you say this is the black 
book long enough and patiently enough and the papers oe it long 
enough and patiently enough, peop le who have never read it will b 
heve it is the blae k book. 

There are 900—I don’t know whether you have all read it or seen 

even—there are 937 votes recorded, actually recorded. Here they 
are. You can’t see them too eee 

Senator Monronery. I have been through them. 

Mr. Ciuayman. 937. The most careful kind of research that we 
could do went into the development of this book. Mr. Taft alleges— 
out of the gh votes that we record he has alleged in his day of testi- 
mony about 4, I think, perhaps 5 allegations of error out of 937. 

Senator lata Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gintterre. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. C laymi in, you have adverted to the repeti- 
tion of the phrase “black book.” W hen the book was prepared, I 
assume that the black cover was placed on it hoping that that would 
be the connotation by those who read it one way or another, wasn’t 
it ¢ 

Mr. CraymMan. The odd part of it—I can understand it. 

Senator Hennines. Not much campaign literature comes out with 
black covers. 

Mr. CLayMan. The odd part—you will find it hard to believe—the 
odd part of it is the printer thought this was a nice looking cover. 
Of course, you are going to find it hard to believe, but the printer 
thought it was a nice looking cover, and maybe the funereal color 
was Wise or unwise, I don’t know—no special intention. 

Senator Hrennines. I didn’t mean to get into that except to say if 
you are going to apply the connotation one way, you might ap ply it 

» the conve rse, with equi al force, might you not ¢ 

“Mr. ( AYMAN. If your imputation of knowledge on our part is true, 
then your surmise is correct. 

Senator Henninos. I am making no imputation. It is simply 
query. 

Mr. CuaymMan. All right. 

Sen: tor Henninos. It seems to me it could be applied one way or 

e other, depending upon who is applying it and what the motivation 
or objective may be. Proceed. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Clayman, the point of some 900 votes being 
recorded in there—you will agree, however, that the votes recorded 
is to his position on minimum wage and on labor legislation and 
paar housing had very great importance beyond their mere numerical] 

len — in there to your membership ¢ 

Mr. Crayman. Let me make this point. As I recall now, publi 

using got a fair spread. I think it appears on 114% or 2 pages. 


a 
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The igs proposition appears with no comment in the 
direct body of the book. The recording of the vote appears on page 
142, stuck in the great mass of materials described in the book. 

And so in terms of prominence of display, emphasis in the book, 
vou are right on housing. That isn’t soon minimum wage. 

Senator Monroney. But the very statement in there that Senator 
Taft voted against the establishment of the 65-cent minimum wage 
lam reading from page 142, paragraph 8: 

Voted against the establishment of the 65-cent minimum wage through 1950 
the rate thereafter being no lower than 50 cents or higher than 75 cents 
That. is not the paragraph, but throughout the impression is left that 

the Senator was against the 75-cent minimum w: age, Was evel against 
the 65-cent minimum wage, whic h is not truly reflective of his position. 

What I am trying to say is you can find roll calls perhaps without 
interpretation that would show a Senator on a completely opposits 
position from that which he had genuinely taken in the debate and iu 
helping to get bills through. 

[ think it is unfair to your position that if Senators and Congress 
men are going t to — that, no matter how loyal they are to certan 
issues, they are ing to find some parliamentary situation that it can 
be twisted or given without explanation to put them on the other side, 
they are going to feel like they have no support for their correct 
position, 

Mr. Craymawn. Let me direct a remark or two to the issue of min 
mum wages. You raised that earlier in the hearings, and IT became 
exere ised about the que StioOnS you ri aised and cid sole double checking 
on it to find out ves or no, whether we were wrong, and on chee! 
we discovered this, or I discovered this: that the reporting of the 
vote as such was sound, correct. 

Apparently there is no reporting of a vote that indies ites Mr. Taft 
voted for a 75-cent minimum; and, if that is what happened, insofa: 
as we failed to report that. we were In error. 

Now, then, I suppose it was kind of understandable that the peop) 
who did the research might have been in error because there Was 
memory in union ranks that Mr. Taft voted against raising—this 
on the record I gather—the minimum from 40 cents to 60 cents 
1947—March 21, 1947, page 2455. 

lso one of the points I would make in mitigation of any erro 
on our part is that our view may have been obscured and obstructed 
by Mr. Taft’s vote on exc luding restaurant and hotel workers fro: 
the operation of the minimum-wage law. 

It became a very serious issue in our State, and that whole bu: 
ness was brought to point | va letter sent out by the so-called Ohio 
voters, 

I think the committee staff has a copy of this letter, in which t 
Ohio voters allege that they are a voluntary organization of retail a 
service business men and women who believe the reelection of U ited 
States Senator Robert A. Taft, of Ohio, in 1950 is essential. It 1s 
confidential letter that went to all hotel operators in the State. It 
signed by W. S. Kring, of Lisbon, and E. F. Ireland, of Cincinnati. 
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They describe in this letter to all hotel people that it is of principal 
importance— 
to you and me as businessmen in America and as hotel operators. We suggest 
you compute on paper what it would have cost you to put your entire working 
staff on a 40-hour week and a 75-cent minimum wage. 

When you have done so, you will know how many dollars the amendment 

he Federal Fair Labor Standards Act exempting you from the wage-and-hout 
scale will save you 

United States Senator Taft described that amendment in detail on the floor 


of the Senate the day the amendment was up for election He discussed it 


anner most favorable to us. The exemption amendment is now th 


(Juote continuing: 

aft works to increase our profits. Every businessman in the Natio 

S impe riative that Senator Taft be reelected this coming November 

And then—this isn’t a quote—the punch line, a pledge card wa 
enclosed : 


Any contributions up to $1,000 will be welcome 


Well, with that kind of stuff in the air. I submit this material sim 
ply in some justification of an error, if an error, again. 

Senator MONRONEY. Right before you leave that particular point, 
what the issue there is, is whether Mom and P op’s hamburger stand 
or a rooming house or hotel was a matter for interstate commerce 
or Whether it was a matter for local determination. 

As I recall, that one particular amendment raised quite a consti- 
tutional question on the validity of the minimum-wage law which 
applies to industries in interstate commerce, and that could have 
ver) well been his position if he was advocating the establishment of 
a 7Td-cent minimum wage which would affect the many millions of 
people who were then under the 40-cent minimum wage. 

I don’t vote very often with Senator Taft; it is rare that I do, but I 
do think that his position is entitled to adequate Interpretation im a 

ampaign. To be attacked for something when he actually took the 
opposite stand is not good campaigning. 

Mr. CLayMan. I agree with you, Senator. I agree that, insofar as 
ind if we made mistakes, they would be perfectly stuph d because Mi 
Taft would have the opportunity, as he did, to seize on one or two 
articles and obscure 927 votes. 


Now, then, it leads me to the observation that we made, because of 
that reason, every human e ffort to re cord the vote aS we Saw t a 
rately, Now, then, you tell me that oP parently there were some humat 

ilures or our part. Conceivable, but it is kind of interesting. 


It is very much like Mr. Taft saying, well, the lion saying to the 
rabbit, “Don’t you dare do that: you are baring your teeth at me.” 

In the atmosphere that we operated, we were school children com 
pared to the operations of the other side. 

Senator Monronery. Do you mean to tell this committee that your 
Washington office of the CIO-PAC had followed the record for vears 
of all the Me mbers ot f the House and the senate and would he chool 
children in the preparation of how a Senator actually stood on publi 


housing, On minimum wages, two of the keenest issues that vou yourself 
have been championing 4 
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Mr. CuayMan. No, no. My observation on that score was simply a 
generalization and not in reference to the specific compilation of the 
record. Our people I think tried to do an honest and an expert job, 
and my guess is that we were a doggone sight more truthful in the pres- 
entation of the record than the opposition was in the presentation of 
its record. 

Apparently, possibly there were a few in the 927 votes recorded, a 
few human errors. 

Senator Monroney. But those occurred on issues that were of tran- 
scending importance to labor, and on issues that your Washington 
office, and I am certain your own State office, were bound to have been 
advised on. 

Mr. CLayMan. No, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. I know the thoroughness with which your 
Washington office operates, and the information they channeled 
back to their State, which I have found in normal processes to be an 
accurate representation of how a Member voted, regardless of the intri- 
‘ate parliamentary situation that might exist at the time. But then 
you come to a campaign, and you find this confusion. 

It is hard to believe that it is due to a school child’s approach to 
legislative matters. 

Mr. Crayman. Senator, in the welter of 937 votes contained in the 
record we compiled, there are 2 items on which we were wrong. 
Presumably we were wrong. And I do not say with complete factu- 
ality that we were wrong on the minimum wage. Presumably we were 
wrong, because my investigation has been rather cursory in the last 
day. We were wrong on another one, and that was on the report of 
Mr. Taft’s vote in regard to free postage to soldiers. 

In the original mimeographed job that we produced, about 300 or 
100 copies, we reported his vote as unfriendly to free postage. And 
incidentally, we also reported a vote on Greek-Turkish aid which was 
in error. 

When it came to printing this booklet, of which there were 5,000, we 
struck the report that we originally made on free postage. We also 
struck the Turkish-Greek aid item that we discovered we were in 
error on. 

It would have been utterly ridiculous and stupid politically as well 
as morally for us to have deliberately loaded this thing erroneously, 
because we know that Mr. Taft had access to the newspapers. And 
what actually it was that shouted was lie, lie, lie, lie, lie, so often, 
and it was printed so often that the likelihood is that hundreds of 
thousands of people who never conceivably could have seen this, 
issumed, as a matter of routine, that the whole thing was as Mr. Taft 
leges, a tissue of lies. Of course, he was wrong. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question right there? 

Mr. Clayman, would you provide the committee with a list of 
those parts of the brown book that you struck out after you had 
found that you had made errors ¢ 

Mr. CuaymMan. Yes. I do not know whether I can do it right here. 

Senator Smrru. I do not expect you to do it here. 

Mr. Crayman. Of course, I will. Shall I direct it to the chairman 
yf the committee or the staff / 

Senator Smiru. To the staff, if you please. 
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I would also lke to add in connection with housing, I have known 
vour Leo Goodman for a long time, and I am sure he was most 
ictive in housing, and I cannot believe that Leo Goodman ever had 
anything to do with making a misrepresentation or an inaccurate 
statement on anyone’s vote. 

Mr. CrayMaNn. Apparently we have all made our point on that 
score, 

Senator Monroney. I think it is important this commit ttee do this: 
[f we can find wavs of accurate ‘ly representing a me mber’s position 
I do not know whether there is any law that should be passed or 
not——but 1f we can do something that will discour: age misre pecas nta- 
tion, then the committee will certainly justify some of its work. 

Mr. Charman. I will go along with you on that score, whole 

eartedly. If you can find ways and means of establishing some 
sort of oper ition that will require everybody to report records with 
exactitude, I am for it. Now. then, it is going to be diflicult to 
prevent honest interpretation of voting records. 

I ask the question : How shall I, as John Doe, citizen, interpret, for 
nstance, the record on the two items | related in regard to Mr. Taft ? 
\m I wrong in assuming that he changed his position, that he was 
against, really, Federal aid to medical schools? Am I wrong in 
issuming that when he changed his mind on the elimination of the 
General Counsel of the National Labor Relations Board, that in my 
judgment, at least, it is bad senatorial practice / 

Senator MONRONEY. I do not think that those two cases are in point, 
But the stand of Senator Taft on public housing eerta inly must have 
been known to your organization, and it was certainly known to the 
Nationa] Association of Real Estate Boards : cli al the Home Builders 
Association, and those who consistently op pos ed pub lie housing. I 
believe that in the interest of accuracy, particularly when a member is 
picking up great opposition because of his stand from one group, 
should certainly not be misrepresented to the other group, whose 
program he is going along with. 

Mr. CuaymMan. I am prepared to accept your criticism, Senator, if 
t can be assumed that we deliberate ly distorted the record. All I 
‘an tell you—and you have no way of judging my motivations or my 
ntegrity—all I can tell you is that we did not have any dishonest 
motivation. That is about all I ean say to vou. 

Senator Monronry. Could you, for the purpose of our record, sup- 
ply the committee counsel with your scoreboard, or your score sheet, 
that is put out customarily on principal issues of each Congress by 
vour ClO? And perhaps that might be limited to what the report- 
ing was. 

Mr. CraymMan. Iam sure I can provide those for you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. For the period of time in question, as to mini- 
mum wage, and as to the public housing matters. 

Mr. CuaymMan. I am sure that I ean provide those for you. 

Senator Monroney. I would appreciate it if you could, or if you 
could even give us a photostat of it. 

Mr. Crayman. As I recall, our people who do the legislative work 
for instance, Mr. Goodman, to whom you referred—those people do 
not prepare this record. 'This was done by research folks, who are 
not part of our legislative staff. 
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I shall be happy to make the items you desire available to the com 
mittee, 

Senator Monroney. I would appreciate that. That is all. 

Senator Gituerre. Very well. Proceed, Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. Crayman. That is the extent of the scurr ility and the tissue of 
lies that Mr. Taft makes reference to in the Robert Alfonso Taft 
Story. the picture » book. Otherwise. to the best of my memory, there 





are no other allegations. 

Now, then, what is wrong with the picture book? I suppose that 
there might be objection to the use of caricature in politics. I do not 
know. My wife thinks that caricature in politics or any place else 
Is very coarse and vulgar, and I suspect ] admire her for her sensi 
tivity along those lines. A lot of other folks do. 

I do not know whether caricature is good taste or bad taste. [know 
it is traditional in politics. I know that Mr. Taft resorted to it in 
newspaper ads, or his friends did. I know the newspapers resorted 
to it and made poor Joe Ferguson look like the biggest buffoon that 
ever tramped on the soil of Ohio, 

If caricature is bad, I want to submit to the committee that we 
vot the idea from Mr. Taft. All right. What do we mean 4 

Does the committee have copies of these ? I should like to olive the 
committee a copy so that they might look at it while I am discussing 
the matter. 

Mr. Moore. I have this. 

Mr. Ctayman. Do you want another one é 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. Crayman. Here is an item which was put out—and I can’t tell 
you in what numbers: I found it easy to get them by the score, but I 

can't tell you, however, in what numbers they were produced—it is 
issued by the Citizens’ Committee for the Reelection of Mr. Taft, and 
Willis D. Gradison is the chairman, as it indicates on the back of the 
leaflet. 

This leaflet was distributed to the general public long before any 
single item of literature was produced by the labor groups or, for that 
matter, by Mr. Ferguson. 

Now, what do we find? Who’s against the Taft-Hartley law and 
who's for it? The first panel, who’s against it? The Communists 

nal there isa picture ot two very desperate ana conspiratorial char- 
vcters who are whispering in each other's ear. 

Who else is against it ¢ Union racketeers and there is a villaimous 
fellow, if ever | Saw one, and he has his arhnis spread around the 
tableful of money. 

‘T} eh on the inside, let's take a look there. It wasn't enough, you 

. to state the issue once and have one set of pane ls, T he pane is ure 
re eso ed, except as an addition, The first panel again is the same 
two conspiratorial looking characters, the Communists: the second 
panel Is this union racketeer, this evil looking fellow with his hands 
around a tableful of money; then a third one is added, the union 
dictators, and there is the hand with a long whip lashing the two 
little insignificant figures, puppets. 

Now, then, if caricature is vulgar, and you can make a case far it, 
if caricature is Insensitive and coarse, and I suppose you can make a 


case for it—was It right for Mr. Taft to do it and Wrong for us to do it é 
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You see, we didn’t start it. Mr. Taft took the initiative. Mr. Taft 
took the first step. 

Phe thing that worries me is that that allegation of Mr. ‘Taft about 
UrTluty, about pictul re book, tissue of lies, eV piece oft literat ire, 


probably Was the most, besides the Communist argument he made, 


probably was the most effective campaign argument that he used. 

Now, then, what about the ethics 4 | dlon't know. Your Guess Is as 
good as mine, What about the ethics of ae Unpalgn or a campaigner 
who uses that kind of approach in regard to his opposition when he 
he started the parade W ith this kind of literature / 

\ir. Moorr. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Guterre. Mr. Moore. 

Mir. Moorr. May I suggest that for the record the leaflet to wl 
the witness has been referring be marked as “Exhibit No, 109.” 

Senator Gitterre. Very well, it is so ordered. 

Phe document referred to Was marked “Exhibit No. 109” for ident 
fication and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mir. Moore. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Ginterre. Mr. Moore. 

Vir. Moore. Mr. ( layman, do eos have any information as to the 
date when this leaflet was released by the Taft committee / 

Mr. Cuayman. T can't vive you the exact date, exce pt that I can Say 
with absolute certainty that it predated any literature of ours. 

Mr. Moore. How is it possible for Vou, Mr. ( layman, Lo Say that 

th absolute certainty { 

Mr. CLrayman. I have a memorv on some thing, and I remember our 
discussions about this. I remember our concern about this. My ouess 
is this, and you have it within your power to find the resuult in a 


hurry—my guess is, and [amso certain about what I have said to you, 
niy guess Is all vou have todo is vet hold of the printer and Ino minutes 
you W 1] have the factual answel without relying upon my memory, 
which | am sure is as sound as the rock of Gibralter on the point | 
have just mace. 

Mr. Moorr. Can you state approximately the month / 

Mr. CraymMan. I would say this came out very early summer. It 
Chis was one of the first committees that the Taft group set up. It 
may have been early spring of 1950. 

Mr. Moorr. Now is it your testimony that this leaflet alone is 


may have even been—of 1950—it mav have even been in the spring 


responsible for your having caused to be printed the document previ 
ously referred to as the comic book, exhibit No. 267 

Mr. Curayman. Alone? No. T wouldn't tell you that this on its 
own was the dynamite that blew up the bridge. A number of items, 
the beginnings of the Taft campaign, the whole unfolding in the early 
stages of Communist—Communists, labor movement. ClO—the atti 
tude of the newspapers that were closing their doors to any publicity 
except Taft’s. 

Frankly, we recognized, rightly or wrongly is a moot question, but 
we recognized that we had to us some dramatie device to break throu: oh 
” it iron curtain that they surrounded the Ferguson campaign with, 

r the Democratic campaign with. 

This was conceived as such a dramatic device, 

Senator SmMira. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt there ? 











166 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


Senator Gmerre. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Clayman, in talking about who was first in this 
scurrilous attack, this of course does not predate the 1946 composite 
picture that appeared in the CLO News, does it 

Mr. CiayMan. No, and if I may say this, that is not a composit 
picture at all. Where is a copy of that? Maybe I have one. Mr 
Taft’s saying it is a composite picture doesn’t make it one. 

Senator Smirn. I saw the picture. 

Mr. CtayMan. Let’s review that for a second if I have a copy. 

Mr. Moore. It is in the record. 

Senator Henninos. I take it Mr. Clayman refers to a line drawn 
on the picture. 

Mr. CLrayman. There is a quarter-inch of space between the two pic 
tures, and it is reaching kind of far and long—reaching kind of fai 
and long—to go back to 1946 to inject into this campaign, but in any 
event, that is not a composite picture. 

Senator Smirn. Of course, you have to read the text under the pic 
ture to determine whether it is a composite picture or not, and cer 
tainly, “Senator Robert Alfonso Taft, Republican of Ohio, and 
‘friends’ ” indicates it isa picture intended to bea picture of the group 
together, is it not ? 

Mr. CLayMaAn. I don’t place that interpretation. 

Senator SmirH. [ wouldn’t call the quarter of an inch—— 

Senator GittetTre. Did you want to see this / 

Mr. CLayMan. I can see it from here. 

(The following letter from Henry C. Fleisher, editor of the CIO 
News, was ordered to be inserted in the record at this point at a sub- 
committee meeting held February 8, 1952 (record) :) 


or 


NOVEMBER 27, 1951. 
Hon. Guy M. GILierTre, 
Chairman, Senate Subcommittee on Privileges and Flections, 
Senate Committee on Rules and Administration, 
Senate Office Building, Washington 25, D. C. 

My DraArR SENATOR GILLETTE: In the Washington Star and other news pub 
cations of November 26, there was reference to that section of the testimony « 
Senator Robert A. Taft in which he described two photographs appearing in the 
October 14, 1946, issue of the CIO News as “the granddaddy of all political com 
posite photographs.” It is our belief that Senator Taft’s comments on thes: 
two photographs do not correspond with the facts. It would be greatly appre 
ciated if this letter could be placed in the record of the hearings in the form of 
a correction of those remarks. 

The October 14, 1946, issue of the CIO News carried on page 5, two photo 
graphs: one, approximately one column wide, of Senator Taft; the other almost 
three columns wide of Hjalmar Schacht and Hans Fritzche, both defendants at 
the Nuremberg war-crime trials. 

The two photographs are separated by a solid column of white space one 
eighth of an inch thick. I am convinced that no fair examination of these two 
photographs could possibly lead to the conclusion that they represent a con 
posite photographie presentation. They are separate photographs concerning 
people involved in an accompanying feature story—a technique used by ever) 
daily newspaper and magazine in the country. 

The CIO News, along with every other reputable publication in this country, 
condemns the use of composite photographs when they are used for defamatory 
purposes of any kind, and I would not permit the publication of any such com 
posite photograph in the columns of the CIO News. By the same token, we do 
not believe it constitutes a fair or ethical practice for the CIO News to b 
accused unfairly and unjustly of carrying “the granddaddy of all politica 
composite photographs.” 
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I feel certain that your subcommittee, in examining these two photographs, 
will agree that Senator Taft’s criticism was not well taken, and was, in actuality 
misrepresentation of the facts. 
Sincerely yours, 


Senator Ginuetrre. All richt. Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. CLAYMAN. I have in front of me a clipping from the St. Louis 
Post of August 3, 1045. It is apropos of the mn mun wave provi 
hat you raised, avain in mitigation. It reads Uhusiy, tine headline 

SEVENTY-FIVE-CENT MINIMUM WAGE BILL Won’t Be PUSHED By Mr. J 


WASHINGTON, August 3 (UP).—Chairman Robert A. Taft, Republican, of t! 


Si te Labor Comittee, says he has “no intenti * of asking Congress at the 
i session to act on legislation to increase the minimum wages from 40 ce 
75 cents an hour. President Truman repeatedly has asked for enactment of 


ch a bill. 

I snnply read it again in maatigaticn n i indicate purpose and intent. 

Senator Giuterre. Anything further 

Mr. CLAYMAN. Just one qul * word, he nh I am ce ne. 

There was some discussion canes I believe about institutional 
ee There may not have been a very clear picture of institu- 
tional adve rtising mii ide to the committee except I suppose as they ap- 
pear in the advertisements. I want to s Ly hastily that the type of 
advertisement, In case you don’t know, was of this nature. 

Should there be waste in Government ? Are taxes too high? That 
sort of thine. those were the issues of course that Mr. Taft among 


= was raising 1 the campaign. 
O: vpe, these signed by the Timken Roller Bearing Co. of 
Camden. For oma n Cleveland, Ohio, during the heat of the 


campaign a CLO union ofiicer allegedly made a very indiscreet com 
ment, ltr in the heat of the meeting ( xercised by the kind of 
press coverage in the city ot ( ‘leveland. Allegedly this union oth ul 
said something hike this. Mr. Taft quoted it: 


} 


Some day we will tell the press what to do. 


Well, | know the be rsonality and the character, the background of 
the person who said i He did not at all mean what presumably it 
appeared to mean. That not the point. ‘The point is that the Taft 
campaign figured that this was good campaign material, and it was 

sed. 

The T ag 2 n Roller Bear ing Co, took this quote, alleged quote, from 
the union leader in Cleveland, and eaitoon ied that up in paid adver- 
{ Seas three or four cities of the State of Ohio. My guess 

that they probably spent about $2,500 simply on the repetition of 
that statement, and that was typical of the Timken ads. 

I submit to this committee that if that is not political any way you 
look at it, then Iam a puppet. I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GitLerre. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moorr. The document to which the witness has _— reference 
was given to the staff by him, I believe, and I think it appropriat 
to call it to his attention at this time and ask him to ide ntify it if he 
will, as exhibit No. 110. 
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Mr. CraymMan. Yes, this is a faesimile apparently of the advertise- 
ment bearing the name i the Timken Roller Bearing Co., and as you 
can “Who made this statement?” Then the alleged quotation 
sees th ‘union camel’ In question : 

Some day we will be able to tell the papers what to print and what not to 
print 

Which of course was a horrible statement if made, and everybody 
here knows the political implications of a statement of that sort. 

Wel, there is no use of me comment Ing. I offer this for the record, 
if that is what you have in mind. 

Senator Gitterre. It has been properly identified and will be re 
ceived for the record. 

Mr. Moore. That is exhibit No. 110, Mr. Chairman. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 110” for iden 
tification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Ciayman. And, incidentally, this is symptomatic of many, 
many others by the same company. 

Senator Gitterre. Anything further of this witness, Mr. Moore ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Just on this point, Mr. Chairman. I would like to cor 
rect the statement I made a moment ago, This exhibit was in fact 
submitted to the staff by Mr. Salvage, of the Timken Roller Bearing 
Co., and not by Mr. Clayman. 

Senator Gitverre. Is there anything further? 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Clayman in his statement 
alleged that great sums of money, quoting: 

Vast figures running into the millions were poured into the State of Ohio from 
every State in the Union, 

Can Vou vive the cotnniittee ny iden of how TLD h. if any, outside 
money was poured into Ohio in your a. 

Mr. Crayman. All of the voluntary funds wl ich we used and re 
a approximately $53,000 of that kind of money, voluntary money, 
came exclusive ‘ly, entirely, solely, and utterly from the State of Ohio. 

Now. then. about $23.000 or $24,000 which we used in State cam 
paign and for State issues came from our national CIO Political 
Action Committee. How much of that money which they sent to us 
of that nature, not used in the Federal campaign, enume directly from 
Olio, and was 0%, returned to us, | ean't tell you. Their records 
would disclose th: at, but I can't tell vou. 

Senator Monroney. $50,000 was strictly Ohio labor money that 
came in? 

Mr. Ctayman. Exactly. 

Senator Monroney. In what amounts did it usually comein? Were 
there any &1,000, 85.000 donations ? . 

Mr. Clayman. Perhaps I had better tell you how we raised it. That 
will give vou the answer. 

We raised $28,000 by the poor man’s method of raising money. We 
had a raffle, and so if you paid two bits, you got a ticket on a car. 
And thousands and thousands of people all over Ohio, our people, 
put in their 25-cent pieces and somebody won a car and a refrigerator 
and all that sort of thing, and our State siianatins netted about 
$28,000 on that, and our local organization netted about $20,000. 

The remaining money collected in the State of Ohio, approximately 
$2500, came to us in quarters again. A dollar would be donated 
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by a worker, 50 cents of that dollar would be sent to our national 
CIO-PAC, 25 cents of that dollar would be sent to our Ohio CLO 
PAC. and 25 cents would remain with the Jocal CLO-PAC. 

We got $25,000 in that fashion, meaning that approximately $1009, 
000 in voluntary dollar contributions were raised in the State of Ohio 

Senator Monroney. There were no $5,000 contributions. 

Mr. Chayman. No. I would be hard put to know if there were any 
45 contributions. 

Senator Monroney. Nothing in the way of big money over a dollar 
to $5 limits, is that correct / 

Mir. tx AYMAN. Well, to be factual | would have to look hard to 
find anything above a dollar. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you very much. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Smith 4 

Senator SmirH. Mr. Clayman, I share your concern about irrespons 
ible and unsubstantiated charges of communism against individuals 
and groups, and that steps must be taken to guard against this, whieh 
s certainly and not ee arges and counter 
charges mm campaigns, and I think my record clearly shows my feet 
ngsabout this. Tsay that before I start my questioning of you. 

In the third paragraph of your official statement you allege that 
Senator Taft estimated the cost of the labor campaign against him 
at $12 million or $15 million or $30 million. While this last fieure 
is higher than any he mentioned, his exhibits 6, 7.8, and 9 show that | 
had ample reason to make these high estimates used by labor's ow 
spokesman 11D ype from reputable hewspapers, 

Victor Rie sel, S appears mn exhibit 7. used the heure of 29 millio 
You say that Taft wa ceding Acces oo: in the usual political puf 
fer Now wouldn't you say that the 5 million figure used by ™ 
Ferguson in his statement fe akan th expenditures on behalf 
of Senator Taft was a typical exXamp le ot politi cal puffery ¢ 

Mr. CLAYMAN. Senator, 1 am trying to divorcee all my perso 
prejudices from my answer because we all have them. 

Having taken that into consideration T would say—and T ean’t pr 
t-_that that was not an exaggeration. , . 

Senator Smirn. Are you prepared to document the figure a 
more thoroughly, the figure 5 million more thoroughly than did Mi 
Kerouson 4 

Mr. CLtayman. No, I can't. 

Senator SMITH, Then VOu are only voiIne alone on the sup] Oxsitrony 


that ieee k that was what Wi isspent ¢ ¢ 


Mr. Crayman. That is right. based upon those things that I o 
Sauk You know political campaigns | presume better thi I 


Ci nerally most of the money spent is not reported, 

Senator SmMiru. | don’t know much about a So million campalg 

Mr. CLAYMAN. Il] bet vou don't. Of eourse vou don't. In O| 
I think we smelled the first one in the history of the State. 

Senator Smrru. When did the CIO start its fund-raising drive for 
the defeat of Senator Taft / 

Mr. CLAYMAN. ee we started raising money in 1949. We had 
our raffle in 1949, and as I reported to you, we raised approximately 
228,000, and I am snakes of the Ohio CIO-PAC and the local 
people raised approximately $20,000, 
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We raised some voluntary money in 1949. The great bulk of that 
money was raised, however, in 1950. 

Senator Smiru. Did you call upon the members of the CIO for a 
certain amount for a contributi a ¢ 

Mr. Crayman. We struck a figure. Using workers’ language, we 
said, “Give a buck to PAC.” . 

Senator Smiru. How many members of the CIO are there in Ohio? 

Mr. Crayman. In Ohio? I would judge between 450,000 and 
half million. 

Senator Smirn. How many are there in the United States 

Mr. Cirayman. I am just reciting this figure without any careful 
research. I think we allege around 6,000,000. 

Senator SmirH. Do you mean to say that you raised only $28,000 
from the CIO members, or was that just the ratile amount ? 

Mr. CLayman. That was just the raffle amount. 

Senator Smira. How much did you you raise from contributions 
from the CIO members in Ohio? 

Mr. CiraymMan. The voluntary dollar contribution ¢ 

Senator Smiru. If that is what you call it. 

Mr. Clayman. As separate from the rafile, our CIO Political Action 
Committee raised $25,000, which means that there was approximately 
$100,000 in voluntary contributions made in the State by our CIO 
members. 

Did I make it clear? When the dollar was collected, 50 cents went 
to the national CIO-PAC, 25 cents to our State CIO-PAC, and 25 
cents to our local CIO-PAC’s. 

Senator Smiru. How much of that was used to attempt to defeat 
Senator Taft? Would you estimate? 

Mr. CiraymMan. How much of what? 

Senator Smrru. Of all of this that you raised. 

Mr. CLayman. All I can describe to you is the money that our Ohio 
CIO Political Action Committee raised. We raised in voluntary 
funds approximately $53,000. I think our record shows that we gave 

about $3.000 of that to congressional candidates. I think it is fair to 
assume that the bulk, or all, of the remainder, approximately $50,000, 
was used in the Ohio campaign, the senatorial campaign. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Clayman, Monday Senator Taft offered an 
exhibit, No. 27, being the CIO News, the official publication of the 
CIO, dated September 18, 1950. The exhibit shows the story in this 
publication under the heading of, 1,600,000 Laughs at Taft Comic 
Book. That is the quotation. And it stated that nearly 1,600,000 
( oples had been distributed. Was that true ? 

Mr. Crayman. No. That was an error. Actually, we had only 
purchased and distributed 1,000,000 copies, instead of 1.600.000. 

Senator Smiru. Where did you get the 600,000 ¢ 

Mr. Cuayman. I don’t know, because the record is clear—you can 
do ible check simply by calling the printer in, the publishing Com 
pany—the record is clear that we only ordered and received 1,000,000 


ecopiles, 

Se ocean SMITH. Who ordered the book ? 

Mr. CraymMan. Who ordered the book ? 

Senator Smirn. Yes. 

Mr. CraymMan. We had a joint committee in Ohio, the labor com- 
nittee. The committee was composed of A. F. of L., CIO, Mine 
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Workers, Railroad Workers, and the Machinists. We jointly agreed 
upon the use of the book, and it was ordered thereafter. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, at this point I wonder if I might mark 
is exhibit 111 a communication dated June 2, 1950, addressed to Mr. 
Clayman by the Tobey Press, Inc., of New York, conlirming an order 
for 1. i 10.000 copies of a comic book for the price ot $16, 338.55. 

[ will ask Mr. Clayman if he would identify that. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 111.” and will 
( found in the files of the subcommitte e. ) 

Mr. Moorr. As exhibit No. 112, I offer a communication from the 
Pobey Press, Inc.. of New York, dated August 21, 1950. to the Ohio 
CIO Political Action Committee, attention Mr. Jacob Clayman, also 
onstituting a confirmation of the order and price previously men- 
tioned, and indicating an advance payment of $8,019.18. 

Senator Giutterre. Are those identified 2 

Mr. CtayMan. I identify them as photostatic copies of the com 

nications in our file. 

Senator GILLETTE. They will be marked as exhibits and received as 

rt of our record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 112” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Senator Smiru. I think Mr. Clayman told us the cost of the publi- 
cation. Will you tell me again, if you haven’t, what the publication 
cost ¢ 

Mr. CLAYMAN. $16,039.35, a million copies. 

Senator Smirn. And how many pages were there in the book? 

Mr. CLAYMAN. Sixteen pages. 

Senator Smirn. And it was printed in color. How many colors 
vere there? There are at least three or four ? 

Mr. CLaymMan. I guess so. You would have to leaf through all the 
pages. ‘There are several colors. 

Senator Smirn. You would say there are four? 

Mr. CLayMan. There are four, I would say. 

senator SMITH. Are the fees ot the artist and the writers in luded 
n the figure of the cost that you have given me / 

Mr. CLAYMAN. Yes, that was the total complete cost. 





Senator Smiru. And the engraving? 
Mr. CLayman. Everything. Incidentally, I was told that was the 

outine commercial cost for that sort of thing. I have discovered 
: ipparently a feeling that it surely must have cost more. I don’t know 
bout those things, but L was told that was a routine charge. I am 
| re of this: There was no ideological affinity between the publisher 
nd ourselves. It was purely a business transaction. They were out 
i tomakea profit. 
Senator Smirnu. I am sure it was, when I noticed the price of 10 
ent is marked on the book. 
: Mr. ChaymMan. Shall I deseribe what that meant ? 
' Senator Smirn. Yes, I would like to have that. 
Mr. Crayman. The fellows who are alleged to know something 
uit these things thought that it would make it more attractive if 


puta heure on tt. That isall. 
Senator Smiru. You didn't sell any? None were sold / 
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Mr. Crayman. To my knowledge, not a one was sold. At least, 
they certainly weren't sold on our level, and [ am confident they 
weren't sold any place else. 

Senator Smrru. If you had sold them, you would have made 
profit of over $100,000, which would have come in kind of conven 
iently about that time, wouldn’t it 4 

Mr. Crayman. Yes, except of course that it is a mice piece. That 
isall. It isn’t so. 

Senator Monroney. You might have gotten them sold by the time 
he runs forthe Senate 6 vears from now. 

Mr. CiaymMan. Yes. If anybody thinks they ean sell political 
advertising, they had better review the habits of the American people. 

Senator Smiru. That would be quite an attractive package to sell. 

Mr. CrayMan. I assure you, Senator, to my knowledge not a single 
one of these was sold. We were hap py to get them out. We were 
eager to have people read them, just as you are eager to have people 
read your political literature. 

Senator Suiru. Whose idea was the comic book ¢ 

Mr. CLtaymMan. Whose idea / 

Senator Saari. Yes. 

Mr. Crayman. Well, let me tell you as best I can remember. We 
talked about these things, of course, many times. Mr. Hannah of the 
Federation of Labor, Mr. Owens of the Mine Workers, and ourselves. 

Incidentally, if IT may paraphrase, Mr. Taft does a grave injustice to 
the A. F. of L. and the Mine Workers and all the others. They were 
n this thing as earnestly and wholeheartedly and as actively as the 
ClO. : 

Apparently it is a little convenient trick to use one organization 
which may be conceived to be politically more vulnerable, and Mr. 
Taft does them a grave injustice. 

Well, we all met, we talked about these things from time to time, 
and originally—and this may interest vou—we thought what major 
effort would we make’ Beeause this was our major effort. What 
major effort would we make? 

We thought about a movie and we kicked that around seriously for 
a while and figured that might not reach the public. Finally, out of 

mply the welter of discussion—and I want to say some stimulation 

as Mr. Taft's predated bit of artistry we decided on the picture 
book. 

Now IT can't tell vou in this welter of discussion which person sug 
vested it first. 

Senator SMITH. You would have some iden whether it was one of 
your owh nssoertes, wouldn't Vou, or whether it Wis voursel f # 

Mr. Chayman. No: I don’t recall that it was my idea, although 
| would be prepared to proclaim it if it were. 

Senator SMITH. In thos Sse discussion Ss would there he outside people 
taking part or Just your own people ¢ 


Mr. Cuayman. In the original discussions the ‘v were pretty much 
our labor people. 

Senator Smiru. I mean when this was devised. when this scheme 
nstead of the movie was—— 

Mr. Crayman. If you are referring to how much liaison and clear 
ance with Mr. Ferguson, if that is what you have in mind—you want 
me to amplify that a bit? 


a nr ee ee eens ee etn 
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Senator Smrriu. | would like to know whose idea this was, whethe) 
it Was Someone In Ohio who had the bright idea or someone in New 
York or California. 

Mr. CuaymMan. It was the idea of all of us in Olio, just chatting 
this thing through from time to time. It is hard for me to attempt 
to say this, that one gate came up with the notion. I can't at this 
moment tell you which person said cae the first time, “*Let’s have a ple 
ture hook.” ] don't know, But t] lls | do know: It came from o 
abol group jointly. 

Senator Smiriu. In Ohio? 

Mr. Cuayman. Yes: in Ohio. 

Senator Sairu. You had no one outside dou 
tand you had no one from the outside in this / 

Mr. Cuayman. Mr. Jack Kroll is an Ohioan, president of our Ohio 
CIO-PAC, as well as director of the National CIO-PAC. He partic 
pated in our discussions, too. But to us he is an Ohioan. 

Senator Suiru. Who was assigned the responsibility of vetting tl 


rit’ Did I under 


tte it was thought about / 

Mr. Clayman. Well, now, I remember ben gw in one or two conte! 

ces with Mr. Elliott Capp. not to be confused with Al Capp, with 
Mr. Elhott Capp and one of his associates, whom TI assumed was the 
irtist. We just talked these things out. We used this (referring to 
the black book) as our euide, We talked it out in these discussions. 

Phe artist had some ideas, and out of that came the final product. 

Senator Surru. When you say “we.” you were part of this group 

Mr. ChaymMan. | was there. At this mee vy Ol two IL was ther 
My recollection is Mr. Kroll was there. 

Senator Smiru. Is Mr. Kroll a native-born Ohioan 7 

Mr. Chayman. I think Mr. Kroll was born in England and came 
to Ohio when he was about 3 or 4 years of age, something ot that sort. 
\Lr. Elliott Capp was there, ana one ot his associates and his Lyte 
escapes me. 

Senator Suiru. Mr. Clayman, did you take part in the so-called 
nveilinge of the Taft comie book / 

Mir. Cuayman. Yes, I did. 

~wenator SMITH. You es this phi oOtostatic copys of the CLO 
News dated August mi 1950, tiled as Senator . aft’s exhibit BS?) Dk 
ou recognize that photo, ori iph of the unveiling / 

Mr. Chayman. Yes, I do: and that is my clean pHVslognoniy 
\ k of the podium. . 

Senator Smirnu. Would vou tell me something about the cireum 
tances which led up to th it / 

Mr. C1 AYMAN. We had a magnificent rally outdoors with enti 5 O00 
eople from all over the State present, and li a mock ceremon: for 


the first time, like the unveiling of a piece of art. I pulled t 


iside. T suspect that is scurrility, too, in Mr. Taft’s book. 
Senator Smiru. The caption on the picture, [ believe. savs the co 
ok “oives the low-down on Ohio’s Senator.” Do vou agree that 
factual, the facts there ? 
Mr. CraymMan. Where do you read that? Upabove? Oh, ves, ves 
Senator Saerru. In other words, meaning that the comic bool 


nN 
ual ¢ 


Mr. ChaymMan. Where is the statement ? 


21644—52——12 
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Senator Smrru. I don’t have a copy of that here. It is just beneath 
the picture, I think. 

Mr. Cuayman. Yes, I think T have reviewed that. I conceive it to 
be a factual record of Mr. ‘Taft’s record, voting record, and his public 
statements save and except where I have pointed out some possibility 
of error. I think I pointed out possibly one spot, I think you folks 
pointed out possibly one spot, the housing situation, or rather the 
minimum wage. Iam sorry. ‘The minimum-wage story is not in the 
Taft book at all, in the picture book. I am prepared to say yes, it 1s 
factual. 

Senator Smiru. You would say they are accurate and truthful 
statements ¢ 

Mr. CLayMAN. Yes. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Clayman, Senator Taft listed some 34 items 
for which he held responsible the various committees active in the 
campaign. I notice that a number of these items have to do with the 
various CIO affiliated organizations, and I would like to go through 
certain items with you and ask that with respect to each one you give 
the committee information as to the cost of them. 

Mr. Cuayman. Which page’ Oh, I think I can follow you. I 
have it in front of me. 

Senator Smiru. Do you have a copy of Senator Taft’s statement 
where he lists them / 

Mr. CuaymMan. Yes. 

Senator Sarru. 1. Research preparing, printing, and distribution 
of CIO-PAC handbook, The Record of Alphonso Taft, known as the 
brown book. We seem to have two, one by lac] K and one brown. This 
S the brown book. 

Mr. Crayman. Brown doesn’t sound as offensive as black. That 
Was a mimeographed job. I think we had mimeographed about 400 
copies which we distributed among our own leadership. 

The ede ration oO f Labor took some and distributed among their 
leade rship, and the mine workers and the railroad workers: machinists 
did likewise. My guess is, I think that figure was something like 

00 or $300, the publishing of that mimeographed job. 

“Senator Smiru. Who did the research / 

Mr. Crayman. The research, the bulk of the research, was done 
in the national CIO-PAC office. 

Senator Smiru. Wouldn't that have to be included in the cost of 
the book? 

Mr. CnaymMan. Well, it was not a cost expended by the Ohio 
CIO-PAC. I assume the salary of the person in question was paid 
by the national CLO-PAC by voluntary ede. 

Senator Smiru. In other words, if I asked you the cost of the 
brown book and you give me an answer of S200 or $300, I am not 
getting the answer that I am after. What I want is the over-all cost 
of such a book. 

Mr. ChaymMan. Preparation, research? I can’t tell you that. 

Senator Smrru. Preparation, distribution. 

Mr. Crayman. Oh, the distribution would be negligible. They 
would be given out by hand: they would be sent in the mail with a 
6-cent stamp. Distribution would be negligible. 

Senator Smrru. I want all the cost. When I am asking these 
questions I want the over-all cost of vetting the thing into use, Then 
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“MOO or SSB00 would be the cost only : th | ‘1 it] io, i the 
n imeographing. 
Mr. CraymMan. The cost of of mimeographing, assembling, and 
i stribution. 
Senator SMITH. And you have ho idea how Tye hy time it took to 
lo it or how many people were used in getting it / 
Mr. Crayman. I can’t give you that and feel factually 
pout it. 
Senator Smirn. Could you check it and give us anything on it’ 
Mr. CLAYMAN, Yes: | think that we can make ay uulable tO you 
me clear idea as to how much time was spent on it. 
Senator Smirn. And the number of people ¢ 
Mr. Cuayman. I think we can get that information for you. 
Senator SmMiru. Now, Mr. Clayman, the editing and the printing 
nd distribution of CIO-PAC handbook known as the black book, 
he Taft exhibit 25. 
Mr. CtayMAN. Incidentally, this book was published by the United 
ibor League of Ohio rather than CIO-PAC. 
My recollection is that this book cost $2,900-and-seme-odd, that it 
as published to the extent of 5.000 coples ; hat the cost was paid by 
ie Mine Workers Nonpartisan League. 
Senator SmirH. And $5.000 would cover it / 
Mr. CuayMan. No, no, no, 5,000 copies. The cost was $2,900-and- 
ome-odd. 
Senator Smiti. And that would be the over-all cost ? 
Mr. CLAYMAN. That would be the over all cost 
Senator SmirxH. You say that was put out by the Labor Lea 
\re vou an official of the Labor League / 
Mr. CLAYMAN. Yes. Mr. Hanna of the Federation of 
{) and myself are the cochairmen, and Roland Owens of 
vorkers in Ohio is the secretary. 
Senator Smirn. Exhibit 58. the research, preparing, printing, and 
stribution of Speaker's Handbook. the white bor k, CIO white book. 
Mr. Cihayman. I don’t know; that was a publication of National 
CLO PAC. and I Saw very few of those in the state ot ()| 10, “il d 
ed ad not have any, as I recall, for distribution. ‘| here were a Tew 
nt into the State. 
ator SmMirH. From the national headqu irters / 
‘LAYMAN. National CIO-PAC, and I can’t tell you at all what 


Senator SMITH. The prepal ition, printing, and mailing costs of the 


irious farm newspaper mailings to all rural box holders in Ohio, 
exhibits 77 and 78. 
Mr. CrayMan. Well, I can tell vou what contribution was made by 
‘organization to that organization, but I suspect that you would 
to ask the people who ran that operation as to costs. That was 
operation that was run outside of our organization. 
Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt, please / 
Senator Smirn. Yes, indeed. 
Mr. Moore. I wanted to point out at this juncture that we do | 
tness who will give us that information. That mav be ti 
ain other items here also. 
Perhaps we ought to take A few moments to he k. Do vou inte) d 


rO through the complete list ¢ 
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Senator SmirH. | have nine, and I would hke to have them all 
the record. I want to get them, and I want this in the record as the 
CIO is affected. 

Senator GuuuerTe. Proceed. 

Mr. CLrayMan. Let me get this clear. Now, some of these things 
that you are going to mention and have mentioned were costs that 
were not exclusive ‘ly borne by CLO, because the Federation of Labor 
from their returns indicate approximately the same kind of expendi 
ture, perhaps more than CLO, and the mine workers indicated expendi 
tures, so let’s have the record clear on that score, that all these things 
that you enumerate are not CLO expenditures. 

For instance | reported to you that the $2,900 for The Record of 
Robert Alphonso Taft, that tab was picked up by the Mine Workers’ 
political organization. 

Senator Smira. Yes, Mr. Clayman. All Tam trying to do is to get 
this into the record as to how much the CIO itself had to do with it. 
the Ohio CLO, and I would like to know were all of these figures 
that you are giv ing me reported ine amipi gn expenses. 

Mr. Crayman. Exactly. Either in the figures that we have sub 
mitted to the secretary of state or the AFL or the mine workers, 

Senator Smiru. How much did the Ferguson buttons cost? Do vou 
have anything on that? 

Mr. Crayman. The Ferguson what / 

Senator SmirH. Buttons. 

Mr. CLuayman. The Ferguson buttons ¢ 

Senator Smiru. Did the CLO eet those out ¢ 

Mr. Cuayman. My recollection is that the Ferguson committee for 

Tnited States Senate picked those up. 


Senator SmirH. You think the CIO did not have anything to do 
with them ? 

Mr. ChayMan. Just wait one second and let me get that clear, 
but Tam quite confident that that was an expenditure made by the 
Senate committee, Ferguson for United States Senate committee. At 
least it wasn't an expenditure of our organization. 

Senator SmirH. The mimeographing and distribution of the hand 


bills distributed at the plant gates by various CIO local unions in 
Ohio, such as exhibits 36, 42, 44, 47, 50. and 52—I1 think vou have all 
of those, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. ChaymMan. IT cannot give you any information concerning cost 
and method of payment involving local organizations. I just do not 
know how that was done. 

Senator Sairn. That was handled by the local people and not by 
the State people ¢ 

Mr. ChayMan. It was handled purely by the local people and on 
their own initiative. 

Senator Semirn. And their own expense / 

Mr. Chayman, And their own expense, if any. 

Senator SMirH. Do you know anything about the cost of the nove Ity 
materials, such as fingernail files, matches, rubber money, and so forth, 
that Senator Taft referred to? 

Mr. CraymMan. I do not know. beeause that was not one of our 
operations. 

Senator Smiru. The cost of the Ohio CLO Council radio department 
programs ¢ 
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VI (LAYM AN. Kor about 6 vears we have had a weekly radio pro- 
eram, Just one, financed by—well, two financed by the CIO couneil. 


One of them is in one of the radio stations in Columbus, simply be 


suse it is the capital citv. and that has been going on for about 6 


ind in the last 2 vears, one emanating from the I um Bureau 


tution. mn Worthineton. Ohio. which Is close to olumb \- 


Wess IS and | abn not vouchine for the exactitude of 


‘ 


o although | will be happy to submit them to 


my guess 1s that the two of them must rim 
vo programs, about S40 of time. They 
commentary. Thev are a continuing 
i} and have been for vears. 
itor Sariri. And those are the vear-roul dl / 

Mir. Chayman,. ‘The vear around, and for years past 

Senator Saurru. The cost of personnel, travel, telephone, telegi 
ound trucks, numerous headquarters, bands, busses, print 

meographing. Do vou know what the ¢ IQ spent 

Mr. ChayMan. For what / 

Senator Smiriu. For the campaign against Senator Taft. 

Mr. CiuaymMan. That is such an omnibus question that I tind 
ditteult to erab hold. But mavbe I can give you a few details. In 
mediately after the primary election 

Senator Smiru. Right there, Mr. Clayman, my next question 
f all these expenses were filed in proper offices in the State of Olno. 
and in what statements they appear, that might save your going 
t| rough those. 

Mr. Crayman. All right. Immediately after the primary we 
placed our Ohio CLO Political Action Committee employees on a vol 

ntary PAC payroll, and we show an expenditure in salaries and ex 
penses from the primary on in the amount of 84,012.67. That is filed 
with the secretary of state of Ohio and it appe: n our financial 
report. , 

Senator Surru. Mr. Clayman, as secretary-treasurer of the Ohio 
{ i )-P \¢ ° you filed a =tatement ot receipts and expenditures with the 

ecretary of state as required by the Ohio law I have here a photo 
mv of the report. You state that S48.205.30 was received, and 


nt for that sum as follows: 


eriible Sypiti yvoruntary 


Do you have a record as to the contributors that made up that 
unount / 
Mr. C1 AYMAN. We would have a record 11) this fashion. We would 
a record of the receipts from local unions, and we have about 
low al unions. Our records ure susceptible to bemg checked, and, 
dentally, I want to report to the committee that when the com 
ittes statl Was In oul othice, | olfered to open our complete records 
to the committee and without the need of subpena. So all of this 
money can be checked. 
Now, then, it won't show 25 cents from Bill Smith, 25 cents from 
Mary Jones. It will show a receipt of $20 or $5 or $100 from local 
nion 4223, United Steel Workers of America. All of our funds wil! 
be re pe rted in our records in that fashion. 
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Senator Smirn. It would be possible in that sum, then, of $48,205.30, 
that some rather large contributions, such as the $5,000, might be 
covered up, or included, might it not ¢ 

Mr. CrayMan,. No, if it isa purely academic—— 

Senator Smrrn. What I am getting at— 

Mr. CLayMawn (continuing). Academic and suppositional question, 
it is possible. But it just did not happen so, you see. That is the clear 
fact. 

Senator Smiru. Did you ever receive any money from Cyrus 
Eaton, Sr. ? 

Mr. Crayman. No. 

Senator Smirnu. Or any of his associates ? 

Mr. Crayman. No. 

Senator Smirn. As I understand it, the Ohio General Code, section 
G. C. 4755-186, requires that the name of each contributor be stated 
in the report. Why was it that you did not file the names of the 
contributors as required by the law ? 

Mr. CLtaymMan. My guess is that if we filed—in the first place, we 
could not file the individual names. We don’t have them. What we 
could have done is to file a report indicating all of the local unions 
that contributed. And I suppose there might be about 800 entries. 
And incidentally, if that is the law—ine ident: lly, it is not the prac- 
tice—if that is the law, then Mr. Taft is going to have to change his 
returns, too, because every single contribution cannot possibly be re 
ported, if he alleges 70,000 individual contributions. 

Senator Smirn. It is of little use for the committee to continue to 
sit and go through what we are going through and attempt to bring up 
to date the Federal laws if we are not going to abide by them in th 
States, is it not 

Mr. CLayMan. Now, then, let me say this—— 

Senator Smiru. I just want to know why it was. I realize it is 
much simpler to say $48,000. But $48,000 is a lot of money in my life, 
and I would think I would have to list it. 

Mr. CLayMan. It means a lot to me, too. 

Let me make that clear, because there may be an erroneous imputa- 
tion there that would not be quite fair. 

Senator Smiru. I do not mean 

Mr. Crayman. No, I do not mean that you intend that. But there 
could be. Newspaper fellows can get some imputations out of your 
allegations. 

Let me make this clear, that in the history of Ohio politics, I don’t 
know of a return that is itemized in the fashion that you seem to think 
it should be. 

Senator Smiru. That does not make it right. 

Mr. Crayman. No. But if you say that Mr. Taft is included 
this observation you made, very well. 

Senator SmitH. I say that if the law says that there should be 
individual contributions reported, everybody should report them. 

Mr. CuayMan, I am not against that. 

Senator Smirxn. Whether it is Senator Taft or President Truman. 

Mr. CLtayMAN. If anybody wants to imply that we acted improperly 
and contrary to the law, let me say that in that imputation, let us 
include Senator Taft and all of the rest of the candidates who ran 
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for office last year and have been running for office since Methuselah 
was a pup. 

Senator Suirn. Mr. Chairman, will the committee counsel advise 
me or advise the committee as to how much detail there was found 
inthe Taft reporting? Ihave not seen it. 

Mr. Moorr. Yes, we have. As a matter of fact, may 1 bri 
up by a question to Mr. Clayman / 

Senator Smairu. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. M MORE. Do vou know whe ther or not, Mr. ( laym ili. th ; 
received by the Taft campaign supporters through the chain 
were in fact reported individually at Columbus ? 

Mr. CtayMan. Well, my— 

Mr. Moore. Before you answer that, you mentioned a moment 
that it would be impossible for them to do so, if I recall your te 

. I just want to know if you have any direct information 
that. 

Mr. Cirayman. I took a look in a general way a year ago, I gu 
and so I am speaking now from my memory of a year ago. I sav 
some notations of individual contributions. Then I saw a stack of 
receipts in a great, bio carton, or several cartons, and they were not 
listed in Mr. Taft’s report, and the plain fact is—I don’t know how 
you get around it—actually when you consider the kind of money and 
the amount of contributors, I don’t know how in heaven’s name 
they could have been reported item by item in the fashion that you 
think is necessary. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman, does counsel know whether the 
Taft contributions were listed individually ? 

Mr. Moorr. They were, in fact, listed individually, in the sense that 
the receipts were all given to the clerks in the office of the secretary of 
state in Columbus, showing, I believe, names and addresses, receipts 
tor those contributions. 

Senator Gitterre. Do you have them in the files’ 

Mr. Moore. They were not attached and itemized in the entire re- 
ports. But the receipts themselves, in bundles, were delivered and 
deposited there with the office. 

Senator Smirn. And the staff did go over that. 

Senator Ginterrr. And they are the best evidence of what is con- 
tained there, rather than this witness. 

Senator Smiru. Then the law is not as impracticable as your would 
seem to think it might be, Mr. Clayman, if it is possible to list $70,000. 

Mr. CrayMan. Mr. Smith, I wish that you might review the re- 
turns in the secretary of state’s office made in the last 20 years in the 
State of Ohio. You will discover that the return that we made is on 
the side of being full and complete in relation to the normal kind of 
return that is made. We simply followed the general practice. 

Senator Smiru. It is a question with me whether this law should 
be amended. If it is not to be followed and isn’t practicable, let’s 
get one that is; and if it is better to lump them in thousand-dollar con- 
tributions, let’s have that the law. But let’s abide by the law as long 
as it is in effect. 

Now, Mr. Clayman, of a total of $77,105.59 received as contributions, 
vou list $24,000 as being contributions to be used for non-Federal is- 
sues and candidates. 
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How was that money segregated so it was used only for that pur- 
pose § 

Mr. Crayman. The bulk of that money was sent to local CLO po 
litical action committees, with specific instructions in writing advising 
them that the money was treasury funds, local union treasury funds. 
and was to be used only in the furtherance of State and local can 
didates. 

Senator Smiru. You left it to them to use it for State and local 
candidates / 

Mr. CLAYMAN. exactly. 

Senator Siri. Do you have any reporting on it 4 

Mr. Crayman. Reporting from them? 

Senator Sauru. From them as to how it was used. 

ir. ChayMaN. I have no formalized report from them, except as 
they have advised hie by word of mouth and i meetings, that sort 


of thine 


Senator SMiru. In your accounting you list only $18,950 expended 
on non-Federal issues and candidates. This account indicates that the 
balance Wits expended Ol Federal Issues and candidates: is that 
right / 

Mr. Crayman. Approximately $53,000 roughly. 

Senator SmMiru. You lumped in one sum of salaries and expenses 
without itemizing / 

Mr. CuayMan. Salary and expenses, that was a Federal expendi- 
ture. Let's see how we describe it. The last one, various salaries and 
expense, 34,012.63. That was a Federal expenditure and should have 
been indicated. 

Senator Surry. And you filed receipts with the proper report / 
| rag? the expenditures. You just filed the amount / 

Mr. Crayman. We filed the amount. We filed receipts for all 
these items that we describe. On salaries and expenses I don't think 
we required oul people every week to sign a receipt for their pay 
check. | don't think we did. 

enator SMrru. To go back, you referred to voluntary contribu 

ons several times. What does that mean, voluntary contributions ? 

Mr (LAYMAN. As we use the term, it is a contribution as dis 

ished from treasury fund contributions. If that isn’t clear to 
vou. ‘let me make it clear. 

\ voluntary contribution was a contribution made voluntarily by 
na viduals. 

Senator SMiru. As distinguished between that and the compulsory 
dues of union members / 

Mr. Cuayman. As distinguished from that and as distinguished 
from an actual contribution made to us from a local union treasury. 
You see, we didn’t use such funds for Federal candidates. Have ] 
made my self clear? 

Senator Smiru. Then, in other words, a voluntary contribution, 
as | understand it, is what the union members would give you volun 
tarily without your asking for them. 

Mr. Ctayman. Well, we would naturally—— 

Senator Suivi. The announcement would be made and they would 
bring the money in? 

Mr. CLuaymMan. Or a shop steward at the noon hour would say, 
“How about it. buddy, do you want to vive i buck to PAC? 


{ 
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Senator Smiru. It was not a specific assessment’ That is what 
I was mere it. 
Mr. CLayMan. No. 


Senator Smiru. | have here a pamphlet entitled “Itree Enterprise 
se | es.” that has been referred to several times, COP ot which you 
introduced yourself as an exhibit. These advertisements ay 


ired for LO consecutive weeks be 


() oOo new spaper 


ginning September 5, Ldo0, 1 

[ gather this is typical of what you call institutional advertising, 
| you have insisted that the estimated cost of this institutional 
vert Ing should be ch irged to Senator Taft’ Campa OT) expens 

nuse It favored him over Mr. Ferguson. 

| would like to call your attention to these different advertisement 

turn and asl you W herein they benefit Taft over ferguson. Phe 
irst one is headed “Americanism versus Communism.” rou might 
follow this along. 

\ir. ChayMAN. I would like to have the exhibits 

Incidentally, I don’t know that we Introduced such exhibits, but 
ve would like to have them 

Senator Smiru. ‘That is a copy of the ads as they appeared, just a 
brochure of them. Does counsel have an exhibit on that / 

Mr. Maregouis. No. 

Senator SMITH. You have the hewspaper pages on it. It IS an 
example of the institutional advertising we have been talking about. 
This first is Americanism versus Communism. Can such an adver 
tisement be hurtful to Mr. Ferguson’ Mr. Taft’s name is not met 
tioned in it, republicanism is not listed in it. Can that ad be against 
Mr. Ferguson / 

Mr. CLayMan. In the framework of the Ohio election; yes. 

Now, then, you woul | have to be familiar with the kind of debate 

— ussion engaged in by Mr. Taft. You would have to famil 
ir With the kind of ne Wspaper stories that were carried. Mr. Taft 

is edie eeemias COMMUNES, cohimunism, COMMUNISM, Vou 
in ; 

My wuess IS and | SAN this advisedly mv guess 1s that the people 

1O paid for this ad or framed the ad specifi lly intended and de 

berately intended to assist Mr. Taft. 

Senator SmMiru. You may believe that, but how can you prove that 

at is true, because certainly Mr. Ferguson is as much for Ameri 
nism as Mr. Taft is from anything I have obse — 

Mr. CuayMan. Oh, Mrs. Smith, surely you are realistic, and I am, 


OO 


Senator Smiru. Yes. 
Mr. Cuayman. In heaven's name, when you now the campaign, 


must be crystal clear, the import of this kind of advertising. O14 

urse, | can't parade before you the peopl who paid for it and have 

mn admit abjectly, ° ‘Yes, we intended t » help Mr. Taft.” 

Si — SmirH. | have a list of the people who a for these, and 
leant believe Americanism versus Communism can be charged to the 


ane of either man so long as the other man is not menti med. 
Mr. CuaymMan. If you smear the opposition with a Communist 
harge and do it effectively and mighty effectively, as Mr. Taft did. 
en it just makes plain ordinary sense to realize that this argument 
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is intended to aim at the opposition of Mr. Taft, and my guess is it 
was more effective than any paid, signed, and used by the Taft people. 

Senator Smiru. Well, I go bac k to my original statement, Mr. 
Clayman, that that is your interpretation and not the fact as far as 
the ad is concerned. 

Mr. CrarmMan. I haven’t given you any legal evidence; you are 
right. 

Senator Smrru. Now, the second is headed “Our own workers sit 
on top of the world and enjoy everything that is in it.” 

I ask you where this would be an advantage to Senator Taft over 
Mr. Ferguson ? 

Mr. CLayMan. The workers were saying, or the unions were saying 
to Senator Taft as best they knew how that “Mr. ‘Taft, you are not a 
proper representative of the people.” 

This is a subtle, but a very effective device to indicate to workers 
“What are you beefing about? Aren't you sitting on top of the 
world? Who is hurting you, as the labor unions have been urging ?” 

It is the kind of argument I can make on all of these, and appar- 
ent ly we are not voing to convince each other. 

Senator Smiru. I want to be sure that we get each one in turn 
because I have seen no names in any of these ads, as I have looked 
through them, and it would seem to me that it was a matter of inter- 
pretation rather than fact. 

Mr. CtayMaAn. If there were names in them vit would have destroyed 
their real effec ‘tiveness, 

Senator Sairu. That, again, is a matter of opinion, isn’t it? 

Mr. CuaymMan. Yes; it is. 

Senator Smirn. Next: “Welfare is an opportunity realized only in 
America.” Certainly Mr. Ferguson wouldn’t disagree with that, 
would he? 

Mr. CuayMan. No. It is the same kind of general thing that I 
have described to you, and I would simply be repeating—— 

Senator Smirn. You don’t disagree with that, do you! 

Mr. CrayMan. With that statement? No: I don’t disagree with 
that statement. 

Senator Smita. Then why isn’t it pretty good advertising for the 
pub lic gener: ally to get them to go to the polls and vote? 

Mr. Crayman. You know, I have discovered this, Mrs. Smith. This 
has been since the election. Every time one of the corporations wants 
to make—since the election, and this unfortunately I don’t have the 
kind of research that Mr. Taft has and I haven’t brought this stutt 
to you—but since the election every time one of these corporations 
wants to make this kind of an argument about the Fourth of July, 
about Americanism, and all that sort of thing, they have signed their 
name to the ads, because they want the advantage of the advertisement. 

Before the election they did not, because if they had signed their 
name, the cat would have been out of the bag, and people would have 
been able to realize the real motivation and import of the ad. 

Senator Smirxn. The next one, Mr. Clayman, is “Four Pillars of 
Life Supporting our Liberties, the home of our hopes, the church of 
our faith, the school of our learning, the job of our earning.” 

Now, are these principles on which Senator Taft would stand and 
Mr. Ferguson would be opposed ¢ 
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Mr. CuaymMan. I don’t know a eandidate who wouldn’t stand on 
hose principles. 
May I introduce for your own re the question I have asked 
e fore! Why do these appear only during a campaign year and why 
e they cut off immediately afte Pp ciainnian’ I submit that for what- 
ver consideration you —_ it deserves. 
Senator SMITH. ‘Aren’ some of these, not these particular ads, but 
ren’t there ads salient every day, even now, Mr. Clayman? 
Mr. Crayman. Of this nature; no. Every single ad that I have 
en of this institutional nature—meaning Americanism, God, coun- 
v7. family every single one of those has been signed since election 
Senator Smrrn. What about the Republic Steel ads? Those are 
inning all the time. 
Mr. CrayMan. Well, they sign them. For instance, if this ad bore 
e Republic Steel name, I think more people would realize its import, 
nd deliberately, in my judgment, they refrain from signing them. 
Senator Giiterre. May the chairman interrupt at this time’ Ap- 
rently we are not going to be able to finish with you, on Clayman, 
t this session, and it is now considerably after 12, the lunch time, 
dthere area couple of matters that the chairman wants to call atten- 
on to before we recess. 
(There was discussion off the record.) 
Senator Griiuuetre. On the record. 
Senator Taft has sent to the subcommittee a supplemental state- 
nent and asks that it be included in the record. 
The members of the subcommittee have not had an opportunity— 
was handed to us just as we commenced the session this morning 
id IT am going to ask the members of the subcommittee during the 
cheon recess to review it and then we can determine when we 
eassemble this afternoon as to whether it will be included. 
{nd may I state in that connection that the hesitancy is due to this 
t. This hearing is being conducted by calling before us witnesses 
r examination who will make their statements if they care to make 
em and the 1 are he Te avi alls ible for any CTOSS-@Xi unin: ition the mem- 
ers of the staff wish to present, and it is somewhat unusual procedure 
illow supplemental statements without an opportunity for cross- 
unination, 1f they so desire. 
But because of the fact that I have gone through this and in my 
rsonal opinion there is no objection to 1ts being a added to » the record, 
it we are loath indeed to have precedent established by which any 
iess after his statement was made and after his : ap pea ar: wmce coule 1 
id to it without any limitation. 
I hope the members ot the subcommittee out ot deference, and of 
irse the « ourtesy) that is due to Senator Taft and the other vitnesses, 
ll! examine this during the noon recess and then determine whether 
hall be ineluded in the record. 
lhe committee will rise and reassemble at 2 o'clock. 
\\ hereupon, at Lo ° Bo p. m., the subcommittee recessed to recon- 
at 2p. m., of this same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator MONRONEY (presiding). The Elections and Priv ileves Snhb- 
ittee will come to order. 
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Due to the absence of the chairman, I will preside for the afternoon, 
The witness, Mr. Clayman, will resume his testimony, and the record 
will show that a quorum of the committee is present. 


TESTIMONY OF JACOB CLAYMAN—Resumed 


| 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, continuing our discussion on the 
institutional advertising, Mr. Clayman, 1 would like to go on with 
these ads, and talk about 

Mr. ChaymMan. Excuse me. I wonder if I had better arm myself 
with the COpPyV I returned to the committee. : 

Senator Smrri. Thank you. 

Going on with the fifth one, “Freedom to venture gives America 
progress beyond all dreams,” I ask you, is this Republican, or ‘Taft 
doctrine, as against Democrat, or Ferguson doctrine ¢ 

Mr. CLAYMAN. Just to save your time, let me state that I make the 
same observation that 1 made this morning. 

Senator Smrrx. I would like to take each one, if you will permit me 
to, and get your answer to each one of them, 

The sixth is headed, “America * * 
ages’ in this time of war—and threats of war.” 

This merely discusses the strength of our great country. 

Would you make an observation on that / 

Mr. Crayman. I don’t think you would want me to take the time to 
carefully read the printed material. The title there is sort of non 
descript. I have not read the material, and so unless you want me to 
take out 5 minutes to read it, perhaps we had better go on. 

Senator Smrru. I am willing to have you read it, Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. CLaymMan. You want metoread it? All right. 

Senator Smiru. In order to get your observation on it, or your 


is the ‘world’s rock of i 


feelings on it. 

Mr. Cuayman. Of course, it is. I have read about half of it. Per 
haps I should have read more thoroughly all the others, because the 
argument even becomes more crystal clear. 

What do Imean’ Iam reading: 


Mistak in the high places of the land are ¢ sty ° . . 

What do vou really think is being referred to in the heat of the 
campaign with the kind of charges Mr. Taft was making concerning 
mistakes in high places, meaning the administration’ [Continuing: | 
more than even the rich resources of America can afford al 

Taking chances with men to serve some petty prejudice is foolhardy and can 
kick back in vast injury to every home and family in the land. 

I don’t know what they mean there. It does not make sense, unless 
there is that implication that I have been alleging. 


Let us continue further: 


How long ' oh, how long! * * Muy we stand idly by wl 
our country is consumed? So long too lenyg * have we wate 
our substance wasted, our energies misdirected, our genius of free enterprise a 
self-government raped ? 


Why. of course, the implication is so clear, frankly, that I dor 


know how to make it clearer to you, Senator. 
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Let me continue: 
‘Today “we, the people” are the sovereigns; by the ballot We may preserve 
ur sovereignty and our freedoms. We may turn deaf ears to the wily words 
siren promises. 
What does that mean’ What can it mean?’ It is just silly words, 
less it pertains to the atmosphere of the campaign when it was used 
Senator Smiru. Mr. Clayman, do you have any objection to that ad 
there / 
Vir. CLaymMaNn,. Of course not, in the abstract. 
Senator Smirn. That is what we are talking about. 


1 


Vir. CLAYMAN. But Lam not talking in the abstract. 

senator SMITH. Mr. ( layman, I am asking Vou these quest Ols 
rhing these ads in themselves. We are talk he about these ads 
Mir. CLAYMAN. Exactly. 
Senator Smiru. No: you wou 


terial for Mr. Ferguson, would vou, or any other candidate? That 


) ct 


ld not have any objection to that for 
itl | ain asking. 
Mr. ChaymMan. But I want the record clear. I don’t want the record 
mplv that I allege that there are beautiful ads in and of themselves 
d 1 don’t want to divorce it, nor should it be divorced, realistically, 
trol the campaign itself. 
Now, | eather, at least by your questions, that you want me to con 
(ie these in the abstract. Well, you can't do it that way. It does not 
make anv sense that wav. 
Senator Smira. That is your privilege. You can consider them thi 
iv vou wanht to consider them, Mr. Claymar of course. Phat is w 1 \ 
ire here, 


1 


\Iy { LAYMAN. (){ COULrSe, Ss iOng as we do not li sunderstand en 


Let me continue. And I have read only half of the doggone thing 


Let me continue: 


/ 


ive vou heard that word “creeping 


reeping encroachment has been made upon out ‘ { nd our 


menaced, we still ave the mi hty ballot with which to tut the sce 


his is so patently political in the atmosphere of the Ohio campa a 


that frankly—and I say this hambly—I am surprised that the point 
ot clear to you. 

Senator SMITH. One more question on it, or a repetition of the 
question, Mr. Clayman. Would you object to that ad in itself, by 

self ? 

Mr. Ctayman. If vou were to ask me. in the abstract, unrelated to 
human beings who are reading it at the time they are reading it, do | 
believe in God and home and country and liberty? Of course, I do. 

Senator SmirH. Let us FO tO the next one. 

Senator Monroney. Are you leaving that ad / 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Clayton does not want to answer my question, 
What Tam asking is if he objects to this ad in itself as an ad by itself. 

dildo not vgeta clirect answer, . 

Mr. Crayton. If you will be patient with me, I am certain that 
there Is no misunderstanding about my answer. You see, I do not 





ee 
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want to say “yes” or “no” and then subsequently have it alleged that 
we as a matter of record admitted that these ads are perfectly O. K. 
If you are talking strictly in the abstract, unrelated to human beings 
and unrelated to the time they were used, yes, sure, I agree with you. 

Senator Smrrn. That is what I am trying to get, a “yes” or “no” to 
the ad itself, and you say it is all right, with your reservations, 

Mr. Cuayman. With my reservations, and “reservations” under- 
scored, as you have noted. 

Senator Smiru. Shall we go to the next one, No. 7, which is headed, 
“No greater asset hath any nation on earth,” which describes American 
industry. 

Mr. Ciayron. We don’t have to read that one, because the title, of 
course, is just a kind of beautiful come-on. It means nothing by itself. 
Let us see what it says here, if you want me to take the time. 

Yes; it is the same thing. I am not even taking the pains to read 
it carefully. It is the same kind of loaded stuff. I make reference to 
a couple of examples, although probably I have missed a dozen more : 

You sometimes hear our economic system referred to as the profit: system 
This is not true. It is a profit-and-loss system, and the losses are always casting 
dark shadows over the profits. The soap-boxer never talks about the losses 
but our own Federal Government records show- 
and so forth, and so on—part of the whole business and atmosphere 
and climate of the campaign. 

It is only because of the freedoms and incentives that there has been the 
courage to risk dollars to build jobs, to make better products, to provide better 
standards of living. Many of the larger corporations in America have more 
stockholders than employees, 

Another one: 

Taxes are rapidly drying up and shrinking the risk dollar. 

That is exactly the argument Mr. Taft made—I was going to say 
ad nauseam—that is, off the record—over and over again. 

Taxes are destroying the incentives of industry. 

That is Mr. Taft’s argument. 

Taxes will gradually reduce employees and lower our standard of living. 

All in the same vein, and, I repeat, all the arguments that I have 
already made. 

Senator Smiru. You would think Mr. Ferguson would be as proud 
of the situation explained in there as is Mr. Taft, that he would be as 
much opposed to higher and higher taxes as Mr. Taft, wouldn’t you / 

Mr. Crayman. I can’t speak for Mr. Ferguson. He will have to 
speak for himself. Some of these issues are much more debatable, 
you know, than some the generalities in the previous advertisement 
that you referred to. Here you get into more conflict. 

sut on the major point this is political, intended to be political; I 
say it at least with moral certainty, and my guess is affected people 
to vote for Mr. Taft. 

Senator Smira. You would not be opposed to the ad in itself, by 
itself, with a “yes” or “no” and with your own statement follow 
ing it ¢ 

Mr. CtaymMan. I wish these ideas were as simple as you make them 
sound. Very well. For the record, in a very general way, I, too. 
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helleve in this sort of thing, subject to all of the reservatioi that I 
made, 

Senator SMITH. Do vou Want to look ap 5. Bi and 10, and see if you 
have the same reaction as you have just expressed ¢ 

Mr. CLtaymMan. Do you want me to read them? The first one I 
see without reading that it even starts off—some of them don’t 

arts off with a load d argument in the atmosphere of the Ohio cam 


th 
paion. Let’s see what it says in the body, if you want me to ta 

>tTime. 

This is even more obvious than some of the others. Shall I read 
vou one little statement ¢ 

How can the sons and daughters of the hard-headed pioneers who carved this 

ntry out of the wilderness believe in vote-buying promises of something f 

thin 

I guess it isn’t proper to ask you a question. ‘There are many others 
of the same import that, if you will forgive me, 1 won’t take time even 
{oO point out. 

Senator Surru. But neither you or Mr. Ferguson would want to 

take a formal] ittack OQ) capitalism ; would you‘ 

Mr. Chayman. No. Again—well, let the answer stand—no. 

Senator Smiru. Now, on No. 9 would you just look at 9! 


How much tax waste can we afford? 


Mr. CtraymMan. Don’t you think that headline—if I may ask you the 
question—in the Ohio atmosphere, in the heat of the campaign, when 
this was the Republican candidate’s argument, don’t you think, if I 
may be so bold as to ask you a question, don’t you think just the head 
line itself is political in its intention ¢ 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Clayman, the only difference is that I wasn’t 
n the Ohio campaign, vou were, and as I understood it, Mr. Ferguson 
had stated repeatedly he was in favor of economy, and certainly that 
wouldn’t be anything Mr. Ferguson would be against; would it? He 
ainst tax subsidies. 


+ ors 


Wels al 

Mr. CuayMAN. If you will forgive me, I will say it isa neat rational 

cation that doesn’t fit in with the facts of the campaign. 

Senator SmirH. You wouldn’t object to that if it is by itself / 

Mr. CLayMAN. I wouldn’t object to the idea that we shouldn’t waste 
tax money. Now what does waste mean? I suspect we are off on a 
$-day argument on that. 

Senator Monronry. Will the Senator vield ¢ 

Senator Smiru. I yield. 

Senator Monroney. Doesn’t it assume by the ad and by the picture 
of the fat, bloated bureaucrat having the public work the pump, that 
there is vast waste, without pin-pointing where the waste is? 

Maybe these people who sponsored the ad thought it was social 
security or highway funds or aid to Europe or anything else. But 
it doesn’t pin point that. It seems to me of all the copies of the ads 
that are beamed at having effect on an election, in which a man is run- 
ning on the ticket of the incumbent administration. that this cartoon 
ertainly comes the nearest to being Republican institutional adver 


TISING 


a 


Mr. Cuaym AN. I would agree with that observation. T} e cartoon 
the sort of thing that might appear in a Republican house orgvan. 
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Senator Monroney. In the smaller type in various ads this, “Amer- 
ica Is the World’s Rock of Ages.” you have: 

So long—too long—have we watched our substance wasted, our energies mis- 
directed, our genius of free enterprise and self-government raped. 

If that is not designed to prejudice the people who read it against 
the party that is in power, by making an assertion that their genius 
for free enterprise and self-government has been r aped, I don’t know 
the meaning of the English language. 

Running at campaign time, as you say, it has a very different con 
notation than it would running at the present time. 

Mr. Chayman. If this was just fanciful chatter on the part of some 
folks, they surely spent a lot of dough for just sweet talk. 

Senator Smiru. Shall we go to the last one / 

The pioneer spirit stilh moves America. 

Wouldn't you say that Mr. Ferguson and Senator Taft are equally 
roud of that American spirit that is explained all through there ¢ 

Mr. Cuayman. If I may take a look at the copy. I was going to 
sav that [haven't beaten my wife lately. 

The first one—there are probably more, and if you want me to 
inalyze it more care cae I shall be happy to do it—the very first 
one Lcome to in thes “cond paragrap yh: 


| 


Nothing can stop America’s forward march through the corridors of time 
but regimentation, collectivism, and coercive government 

That might be taken out of the speech by Senator Taft. 

Senator Surru. Tt might be taken out of the speech of Senator 
Taft. it might be taken out of the speech of Mr. Ferguson or yourself. 

Mr. ChaymMan. In the past campaign in that atmosphere: no. 

Now mavbe I had better read more, because, unless I am mistaken, 
there are about another half dozen sentences of that stamp in this 


Unless T am getting tired and my sight a little weary, this appeal 
to be the least loaded of the lot, and a quick survey that T have mad 
points to the one observation that I have made, that one sentence that 
I have quoted fo Vou. 

I would say that the parties involved intended this likewise to 
perform a bit of political color for them. 

Senator Sviriu. But vou would not object to it as it Is by itself ¢ 

Mr. CrayMan. No: with the reservations that I have cited to you. 

senator Smiru. Mr. Clayman, would you object to reprinting the 
Declaration of Independence in such a series as this is at that time / 
Would you call that a Republican advertisement ¢ 

Mr. CLAYMAN. No: I think a few other people besides the Repub 
heans had something to do with that. 


Senator Smirnu. Mr. eee I believe that this blue brochure 


should now be marked as an exhibit for the record, and with the list 
of sponsors fur nished by the ( ‘olumbus Disp: ite h. 

There are two points about these advertisements that I think thi 
subcommittee may well take note of. 

The first is that these advertisements appeared on consecutive 
Sundays from September 3, 1950, through November 5, 1950, the 
Sunday pracecing election day. Obviously these advertisements did 
appear dur ing the final per iod of the e: uimpaign, It is of interest that 
they have not since appeared. 
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The second is that sponsorship of the ads is attributed at the 
bottom of the ads to “individuals and organizations.” It would have 
been more accurate to reverse the order and say “organizations and 
individuals,” or even more accurately “corporations and individuals” 

ince the 270 sponsors of these advertisements, 258 were corporations 
or firms and only 12 were individuals. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection that will be made part of 
the record. 

Senator SmirH. That is all I have. 

Senator Monroney. I would like to ask Mr. Clayman this. I won 
der whether the complaint that you make about this so-called insti- 
tutional advertising being perhaps a violation of the election laws, if 
perhaps the proper way to approach this matter would be whether 
these are properly deductible expense items under the Internal Rev- 
enue Code. 

Ordinarily business expense is that which promotes the business in- 
volved and helps to carry on the organization in a necessary way, and 
business Is not SUpPpoOs sed to incur unnecessary expenditures. 

“While many of the objectives of these advertisements are good, 
] mean to promote free enterprise, free profession, free labor and 
build America, I just wonder if I were a practicing Baptist if 1 would 
have the right to run advertising on immersion versus other types of 
baptism, and whether that type of advertising ae . becoming more 


and more prevalent should not be either looked at by the Internal 
Revenue en or perhaps by Congress to see if that type of 
business expense is a legitimate deductible business item regardless, 


no matter how ae "eas goal, whether institutional adve rtising does 
not even mention the firm’s name, would be a permissible deduction. 

Mr. CLAyMAN. Senator, I think that would be a deterrent. I think 
many individuals and corporations that footed the bill in Ohio prob- 
ably would not be so eager to foot the bill if it wasn’t a deductible 
expenditure for tax purposes. 

Senator Monroney. That would be particularly true in an area 
vhere you have excess profits taxation which could provide almost 

percent of the bill being picked up by Unele Sam through tax 
deduction. 

Mr. Chayman. That leaves still this question, this problem. What 
ifa corporation wants to spend $100,000 or more on advertising. not 
withstanding that it is tax deductible? It may be like the Timken 
Roller Bearing Co, They have got lots of money, or Republic Steel 
or any of them. 

What do we do in that situation? My allegation would be that vou 
still would have that same problem. 

And while I don’t have a technical device in mind to cure it, cer- 
tainly there ought to be some effort to prohibit it or curb it in some 
effective fashion. 

[ don’t have—unfortunately it is the sort of thing I don’t specialize 
n and I don’t have—any spec ific help for the committee ex ept that 

Is no good, and something has to be done. As the boys say, there 
uught to be a law fol it. 

Mr. Moors. Mr. Chairman, at this time at the request of Mrs. Smith, 
I think that the document from which the witness and the committee 
members have been reading should be marked as “Exhibit No. 112.” 


h 


(The docuny nt above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 113” 


1 , . . . 
nat W il] be found in the files ot the committee, ) 


~1644 
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Mr. Moore. Apropos of the list to which Senator Smith referred, 
I think the record should also indicate the staff does have a list which 
I will offer for identification as exhibit No. 114. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 114” and 
will be found in the files of the committee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Also the list which we have has in addition the dollar 
amount paid by contributing corporations which appear to be 269 
in number, the total amount contributed representing the sum of 
$77,042, an average computed by the staff of $286 per company. 

I would like to reiterate, as was mentioned before, that we do have 
witnesses through whom we intend to develop the subject more fully, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. I would like to ask unanimous consent of the 
committee that we incorporate in the testimony part of the record 
the names of these corporations together with the amounts, since it is 
a relatively small list, only 269 names. 

Senator Smrrn. I have no objection. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, that is so ordered. 

(The list above referred to is as follows:) 


NOE Sn a tees $350 | General Fireproofing Co ___ 200 
Haughton Elevator Co___--~-~- 500 | American Welding & Manufac- 
City Auto Stamping Co___----- 250 poner is Fas ee TS 300 
AP Pre St tsa ss 150 | Youngstown Manufac turing C oO. 50 
Surface Combustion Corp... ae 250 |} Union National Bank________- 100 
7 he ¢ ‘lyde ( ‘utlery a . 100 Youngstow n Steel 7 ar C orp_-_- 200 
The Clyde Kraut Co ee 50 | Monarch Rubber Co________ 50 
The American Crayon Co__-- 150 | Luntz Iron & Steel Co i clad 200) 
The Hettrick Manufacturing Diebold, Inc_______ ks 2) 
iis i ala a 200 | Heltzel Steel Form & Iron_... . 150 
Textileather C orp. ‘ iain 200 | Bessemer Limestone & 
Acklin Stamping Co__ : 150; Cement - 800 
Fremont Foundry Co__-----~- 250 | Metropolitan Brick ag 20) 
Cylde Porcelain Steel Corp : 850 lgelstroem-Oberlin, Ineo __- 250 
ine 6) yen 06. ......-.. 150 | Hercules Motor Corp- en 500 
Toledo Seale Co a ‘ 300 | C anton Laundry «& ¢ ‘leaning. 100 
The Landers Corp__--- at 50} Union Metal Mannfacturing 
Kent-Owens Machine C oO 100 Co 7 300 
Woodville Lime Products Co_ 50 | Belden Brick Co _- zabes 250 
Willys-Overland Motors, Inc__ 500 )}The Yoder Co_- : 150 
The Bird Manufacturing Co 100 |} National Dairy Preducts Corp PnO 
The Henkel-Clauss Co_ ~~~ 200 | North American Manufactur 
Fred Christen & Sons___--_-- 200 ing Co-_-. 3n0 
Tillotson Manufacturing Co___~ 50 | Brewing Corp of America_____ 2n0 
Fremont Rubber Co__-------~-- 200 | Cleveland Wire Works__. ai THO 
Howard Zink Corp... ..~--- 200 | Chandler Products. a 250 
Commercial Shearing. ~~ 300 | Ohio Crankshaft Co ero aie 200 
aes eee. Bae. es 100 | Cleveland Pneumatic Tool__ THO 
Electric Auto-L ite ~ 1,000] National Serew & Manufactur- 
Youngstown Sheet & Tube__ aa: 2 OD NG Wins dee teh eee ed es 100 
Olite :- Teather 00. 133 twcn 500 | Richman Bros takes 250 
William B. Pollock. ~~. ----~ 250 | Pepsi-Cola Bottling. Co estan 250 
Ernest E. Swartswelter______ 500 | Bryant Heater Division___- Ee ot. 500 
Automatic Sprinkler Corp__—-_- 500 | Austin Powder Co__._._.._ _-- 250 
Unitcast Corp_- ih allel 150 | Continental Lithograph Co 11M) 
Crescent Manufac turing OO. 50 | Tinnerman Products, Inc_ : 250 
Toledo Milk Dealers Exchange_ 500 | Central Outdoor Advertising - 20) 
Youngstown Foundry & Ma- Ferro Enamel Corp ; 10U) 
ne pea Feit, 250 | Dingle-Clark Co 10! 
Valley Mould & Iron Corp__—-— 250 | Diamond Portland Cement__- 150 
Standard Slag Co............. 250 | Austin Co- So a DO) 
Ransom & Randolph --__~ 150 | Armco Steel Co or 1, 000 


HOO 


Powell Pressed Steel Co______- 200} Formica Co 


Oh 


Be] 
You 
Val 
Uni 


Hai 
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National Bank, Middle- 


First 
town, Ohio ges : 
Central Ohio Light & Power-_- 


R. K. LeBlond Machine Too! 
Ne ai 

Williamson Heater Co 

Lawson Co-_. 

Schaible Co 

Appalachian Coals, Inc 

Gruen Watch Co 

Multi-Colortype Corp 

West Virginian Coal & Coke Co 

Chas. H. Breneman Co 
frailmobile Co 

Cleveland Cap Screw Co 

LaGante & Sons Stamping Co 

Gardner Board & Carton Co 

Gibson Art Co ; 

Streitman Biscuit Co 

Shoe Corp 

Mabley & Carew 

American Laundry & Machin 
SEY SOsdcc beans Ska lan ; 

Kk. Kahn’s Sons Co : 

Cincinnati Bickford Tool ___ —-~ 

First National Bank of Cincin- 
nati pepreeetet 

Crystal Tissue Co sai 

Sorg Paper Co. oe 

National Electric Coil Co 

Interstate Folding Box Co. 

McGraw Construction Co 

Quaker Oats Co : 

Qhio National Life Insurance 
Co i _ 

Midwestern Indemnity Co 

J. Eldon Swanson 

J. W. Snyder, contractor 
fruax-Traer Coal Co 

Philip Carey Manufacturing Co 

\merican Steel Foundries 

Clayton Mark Co a 

Carlton Machine Tool Co 

Household Finance Co 

Roebuck & Co 

International Minerals & Chem 
ical Corp 

Karly & Daniel Co 

\luminum Industries Corp 

Wim. Powell Co___-. pi es 
Allstate Insurance Co_-__ ~__- 

Standard Oil Co. (Indiana ) 

Morton Salt Co __- ie bevcbticbeh 

Pure Oil Co__-. es 

Procter & Gamble Co 

Capital Finance Corp 

Products Division 
Warner 

Ohio Midland 


| s 


Sears, 


Pesco sorg 


Light & Power 
co a e 

Bell & Gossett ‘ Ca i 

Youngstown Sheet & Tube 

Valley Mould & Iron Corp 

Union Central Life Insurance 
(‘o 

Haig Boyajolin & Associates 


1950 


1, 


$50 
100 


250 
100 
400 
ert 
150 
250 
ro 
100 
150 
HO 
250 
100 
250 
350 
100 
ond 
1M) 


200 
250 


150 


THO 

40 
100 
150 
100 
150 


000 | 


350 

5O 
100 

25 
250 
SO) 
HOO 
200 
250 
300 


, LOO 


250 


200 


20 | 


500 
HOO 


, 000 


250 | 


HOO 
To 


250 | 


200 | 


100 
HOO 
250 


THO 


300 
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National Cylinder Gas Co_____- 
Kilgore Manufacturing Co__ -_ 
Ranco, Inc__ ia EN a eS as 
Suckeye Steel Castings____-__~ 
Erdis G. Robinson_ ~~~ 
Ohio Rapid Transit___..-_-___ 
Globe Oil & Refining-_________ 
Chandler Products Corp._----~- 
Pickands Mather & Co_ ile 
Mid-West Forge Co__ seins 
Kelley Island Lime & Trans___- 
Automatic Steel Products 

M. A. Hanna Co Pidiacites bl, 
Leece-Neville Co__- 

C. O. Bartlett & Snow__- ‘ 
Cleveland Dental Manufactur- 
ine Co... , Sees 

Isaly Dairy Co 

Ki. F. Hauserman Co é 

Monarch Marking System Co 

Sandusky Foundry & Machine 
Co ‘ 

Forest City Foundries Co__---- 

Univis Lens Co 

Grand Industries, Inc 

Lowe Bros. Co 

The Duriron Co 

Acme Aluminum Alloys, Ine 

| Dayton Power & Light Co 

Standard Oil Co. (Ohio) 

Dayton Bread Co 

Apex Machine & Tool Co 

| Dayton Clearing House Associa 

tion 

|The Sheffield Corp 

Champion Paper & Fibre Co 

Akron Porcelain Co 

First National Bank of Akron 

| Warner & Swasey Co 

Geometrie Stamping Co 

Robinson Clay 

McNeil Machine & Engineering 

1C. P. Hall Co 

Cleveland Cliffs Iron Co 

| Rempel Manufacturing Co 

}Carlson Manufacturing Co 

Hamlin Metal Products Co 

Imperial Eleetrie Co 

| Ohio Match Co 

Maurice Knight 

} Akron Standard Mold 

| Ohio Kdison Co 

i Ace Rubber Produets 

| Cornwell Quality Tools 

1, S. Stoneware Co 

| Vaughn Machinery Co 

| 

i 


| 
| 


Products Co 


Cleveland Electric Illuminat 
ing 

| Ohio Boxboard Co 

Ornamental Iron Work Co 

| Kelsey-Hayves Wheel Co 

Morgan Engineering Co 

| Republic Steel Corp 

| Electrie Furnace Co ee 

| National Rubber Machinery Co 

| Herberich-Hall-Harter Agency 

Detroit Steel Products Co 
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20 
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100 
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10 
Sv 
S7D 
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Lima Electric Motor Co____ $100 | L. KE. Medick Co s Lt 4: $100 
City Loan & Savings Co.__- oY ade 1, 000 | MeGraw-Hill Publishing Co... 1,000 
Telephone Service Co, of Ohio_ 240| Belmont Casket Co___- ~~~ 100 
Metropolitan Bank of Lima___- 200} Clark Grave Vault Co__---_--- 20 
Autocraft Box Corp.....-.--.- 250 | Zanesville Treating Co___--~~~ 5O 
Ed. T. Kocher Lumber Co__--- Oe eee COED... ok end cnn 5OO 
New Delphos Manufacturing Co_ 100 White Castle a 100 
Ties Peeing ous ole 150 | Columbus Coated F abrics s 5 250 
Neon Products Co. ~~~ 100| S. H. Kress & Co_ a be 250 
Delphos Bending Co__--------- 100 | Beneficial Management ___——-_- 500 
Motor Products Corp_-------- 500 | National Distillers........___ 1, 000 
Massilon Steel Casting Co ___~- 100: Lamb Electric Co............ no 
Webb Insurance Agency, Ine_- 100 | Marble Cliff Quarries________ 250 
Arteraft Manufacturing Corp_- 100 | Frigidaire Division, General 
Colonial Finanee Co___------- 100; Motors 1, 000 
Ohio-Kentucky eeeneeee | Ohio Fuel Gas Co_ ieacaiie at 500 

Co_ See Set 150 | W. T. Grant eee 200 
National Bank of Lima_______- 100 | American Stained Shingle 100 
Susan Ball___- Be ee 200 | Ohio Cartage Co ian as 100 
Hamilton Clearing House Asso- PARROOEE 0), COO oo erent win LOO 

ciation... i A ASR PONE ni rn eniininn 100 
Howard Sloneker_ banc ites 250) Halsey Taylor Nt ahaa 100 
Shuler & Benninghofen_____-~~- 100 | Max Zeller, Inc_.__-- mm 
Ghaster Outdoor Advertising__ 100} D. L. Auld Co_- as nO 
ie ir Products Corp __----~ 1,000} Haig Boyajohn & “ASSOC! ik ates 300 
v. Holderman & Son_ é 250 | Columbus Auto Parts Co--___- 100 
nt itional Derrick & Equip- | Jaeger Machine Co 350 

Es BEETLES ae eng ee 300 | Norwalk Truck Line___---_- ; 50 
Columbus & Southern Ohio Elec- Oc. Seo & Sons... 100 

SR a gare ET bie kL 500 | TR, RRND FIO is casei meron e 200 
Joe. Moore teres... oe 50 | H. E. Hageman_-_- i anaes 50 
sell Sound Systems____--_~~_- 50| Fifth Third Union Trust__- re 
Central Ohio Supply Co__------~ 200 | Fashion Frocks, Inec____---~~- 250 
: anadium Corp_ Gee 500 | Enterprise Aluminum Co__ : 150 

‘apital Elevator & Manufactur- | Procter & Gamble___—- 750 

NE VOW adicichcbRondbntathba bel coases 50| United Collieries 200 
Lorenz Equipment Co. _--___ 100 | —-- 
Lk ee eee 100 | oo) Sie -. t%, 042 
Shoe Corp. of America________ 100 | 
Ternstedt Division, General Mo- 

NN Bk ciecickapcn alms ia nigel ahdotla ks le ncalibasnlimaled 200 ' 

NotTe.—Total paid by 269 companies was $77,042, an average of $286 per company. 
12 companies gave $1,000 each__________ or — . $12, 000 
1 company eave: Gae2... 35 ...-..- 4 oui S82 
TRIN Re Sa oii cin eset scenavan a SSO 
5 companies gave $875 each______________ ee aa See 4,375 
9 companies gave $750 each.____........__.__-_ Sailisleat 7 6, TAO 
28 companies gave $500 each____-.______-___- Labia peace Joe BS000 

TEs a NNN case SI. epereerannsnta tueietinsacibta ak ey Ot 

NoTr.—56 companies out of 269 companies paid approximately % of the total cost 


Senator Monronry. Were there any further questions? 


Mr. Moore. 
Chairman. 
Mr. Clayman, I show you a 


made heretofore entitled “Statement, 


do have some further questions of this witness, Mr. 


document to which reference has been 
Receipts and Expenditures, 


hearing the name “Statement of Jacob Clayman, Ohio CIO Political 
Action Committee, 218 East State Street, Columbus, Ohio,” bearing 


a notarial certification under the date of November 22, 1950, and ask 
you if that is not the report you have filed with the office of the secre 
tary of state of Columbus. 
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Mr. CLraymMan. That is a photostat of the copy filed with the secre 
tary of state of Columbus. 

Mr. Moorr. And similarly a document bearing your name filed as 
secretary-treasurer of the Ohio CIO Council political education fund, 
bearing notarial certification date November 22, 1950. 

Mr. CLtaymMan. That is a copy bearing my name and filed with the 
secretary of state in Ohio. 

Mr. Mo me. Mr. Chairman, I request that these documents be marked 
respect ve by a “Exhibits 115 and 116.” 

Senator Moss onEY. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

( f he documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. Llo 
and 116” and will be found in the files of the committee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Clayman, with reference to each of these documents 
or to the committees involved here, the organizations in behalf of which 
you filed, will you ple: ase state for the subeommittee the difference 
between these respect ve org: nizations. 

Mr. CrayMan. The two that you have given me? 

Mr. Moorr. Yes. 

Mr. Crayman. One is exclusively our Ohio CIO Political Action 
Committee, and the other really is the operating end of our organiza- 

tion, the Ohio CLO Council. Both of them are separate organizations 
und file, therefore, separate statements. Each has its different bank 
account. All funds are handled separately, 

Mr. Moorr. Well, now the Ohio CIO Political Action Committee 
indicates total receipts and disbursements in excess of $77,000, and the 
political education fund indicates receipts and disbursements of 
S4. 559, 16. 

Can you explain for the benefit of the subcommittee the difference 
in the function of the political education fund, how it differs fron 
he Political Action Committee / 

Mr. Crarman. Actually I note really for the first time that we 
described it as the Ohi o politic: al ae ation fund. 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. CraymMan. That is a fund of the Ohio CIO Council. Mor: 
properly it should have been described as the Ohio CIO Council. 

The Ohio CIO Council is the organization that handles the routin« 
business of our State council. We act as the legislative representativ 
of the Ohio CI¢ ). State legislat ive representative : we act as an edu 
tional facility. 

We have schools and things of that sort. We formulate poli V Ol 
workmen’s compensation, unemployment compensation, matters of 
that nature. We act as the public relations arm of our CIO in the 
state, 

The Ohio CLO Political Action Committee, however, is the political 
arm of the ClO in Ohio, and as I indicated, we keep them both sep 
arate in terms of financial accounts, funds, and things of that natur 

Mr. Moore. Well, from this report it is a fact, is it net, by this r 
port IT mean the report of the poli tical educati on fund, that the f 
took a rather subordinate part In the « ampaign of 1950, 

Mr. CLayMAN. That assumption is correct 

Mr. Moore. Now, then. why was it necessary or what were the 


t 


reasons for the contributions by the political education funds to t 
Political Action Committee 7 
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Mr. Crayman. I understand, though I am not too certain, that 
legally it wasn’t necessary, but we assumed that perhaps there was 
some limitation on expenditures in excess of $5,000, and so we fol- 
lowed the time-honored political practice of sending some money 
into another organization, the Ohio CIO Council, which made in- 
dependent contributions of its own. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, to become specific on these two reports, the one 
filed by the PAC indicates contributions to the citizens committee 
for Ferguson, if you will accept my figures, of approximately $5,000. 
Now, then, there is also on the report ‘of the political education fund 
shown a disbursement to the Citizens Committee for Ferguson and 
also to the Farmers for Ferguson Committee, contributions, roughly, 
in the neighborhood, respectively, of $2,000 each. 

Do you not agree that the creation of the political education fund 
was merely to take care of the assumed difficulty involved in exceeding 
the figure of $5,000 in making the contribution to any one committee / 

Mr. Craymayn. I will agree that basically, generally, what you say is 
a fair assumption. I would add that it is the routine that we pur- 
sued, which was the common routine pursued everywhere. 

Mr. Moore. Will you agree also, Mr. Clayman, that the political 
education fund was not merely necessary for the purposes of your 
organization, or furthering the work of the organization ? 

Mr. CuayMan. Except as it was assumed that it was nec essary to 
utilize as a means of making a contribution in a certain amount to 
specific purposes. 

Mr. Moore. Isthe Ohio CIO Council, Mr. Clayman, a parent union ? 

Mr. Crayman. Perhaps I had better give you a bit more of a pic- 
ture of our organization, and in the process I think you will find the 
answer. First of all, we have the CIO council. When we organized, 
we did not have any Political Action Committee. 

Some time in 1943, as I recall, we formed the CIO Political Action 
Committee. We have rules of operation for our CIO Political Action 
Committee. We have a steering committee. We have a central com 
mittee. Our steering committee has about 18 to 20 people on it. Our 
central committee has about 90 or 95 people. They come from the 
rank and file of representatives of the various portions of the country. 

In our annual convention every year, we adjourn our convention 
the day before the final day of the convention and then we reconvene 
the last day of the convention as a PAC convention, where we adopt 
rules and regulations and policies pertaining to PAC, and try to make 
a serious effort to keep both of these organizations apart, and very 
carefully and scrupulously we keep separate funds. 

That has been our practice. Our Ohio CIO Council, as T have 
attempted to indicate to you, is the organization that runs the day- 
to-day operations of our State organization. 

Does that help you any / 

Mr. Moore. I think it does. 

May I ask you, are you on the payroll of each of those organiza- 
tions? 

Mr. Ctayman. No. 

Mr. Moore. Are you an officer of each? 

Mr. Crayman. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. Of which one—— 
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Mr. CrayMan. I must tell you about it. It is a little unique. I am 
actually on the payroll of the United Steel Workers of America, be- 
cause that is the union of my origin, and the Ohio CIO Council re ‘bates 
my salary to the steelworkers. But I am actually paid by the steel- 
workers. 

It is because of an arrangement and preference and the tradition, 
and that is the set-up. 

So I think perhaps it is fair to say, for your purposes, that [ am 
paid by the Ohio CIO Council. 

Mr. Moore. Is that fair to say for your purposes, too ‘ 

Mr. Cuayman. Yes. But I wanted to get it straight. I did not 
want the record to be improper. That is ‘the personal arrangement 
that I have. 

Mr. Moore. Now, then, while we are on that subject, was any por- 
tion of your salary charged in any of these reports that have been 
filed, to your activities on behalf of the Ferguson campaign? 

Mr. Crayman. No, The salaries and expenses that we listed do not 
include my salary. 

Mr. Moore. Does it include the salary or salaries of any of your 
clerical personnel ¢ 

Mr. CuaymMan. No, I don’t think it includes the salaries of our cleri- 
cal personnel. It includes the salaries of several people, some on a 
temporary basis and some on a personal basis, who were with our 
Political Action Committee during the campaign. 

Senator Monroney. I think you said about $4,000 had been charged 
to overhead. 

Mr. CLayMan. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Returning to the statement again, Mr. Clayman, or the 
question, the distinction which you make between contributions to be 
used for non-Federal issues and candidates and for Federal issues and 
candidates—on that point Mrs. Smith asked you a few questions a 
moment ago—I would like to ask you, to what extent do you find 
it possible to supervise the use of funds which you earmark for non 
Federal candidates? 

Mr. CLAyMAN. You mean, to what extent personally —e 

Mr. Moore. Your organization. 

Mr. CLayman (continuing). Or our State CIO Political Action 
Committee supervises ? 

Mr. Moore. Well, either way. 

Mr. CraymMan. What we did is to send —mavybe I had better read 
you a statement—send a check to our local organizations in which we 
specifically charged them, admonished them, to use such money as we 
described as treasury funds solely and exclusively for State issues 
and State eandidates. So, for instance, this sort of letter went out, 
ind [am reading from one such copy: 

Enclosed you will please find contribution of $1,000 from the Ohio CIO 
Council educational fund 

Chis is nonvoluntary fund money and therefore is to be used only in beha 
f State or county candidates 

For the other type: 

Enclosed you will please find a contribution of $500 from the Ohio CIO Political 
Action Committee. This represents a contribution from voluntary fund money 
nd may be used in behalf of Federal candidates 
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Now, that we did. By word of mouth, in meetings and otherwise, 
we made the law clear to our people. I cannot report to you that I 
personally or our organization personally watched the expenditure of 
every penny. 

Mr. Moore. By the law, you are referring to the provision of the 
Taft-Hartley Act—— 

Mr. Crayman. Exactly. 

Mr. Moore (continuing). Which makes it unlawful to use union 
funds for the promotion of campaigns of candidates for Federal of- 
fices: is that correct ? 

Mr. CraymMan. Yes, I do mean that. 

Mr. Moore. But you say it is impossible for you to state to what 
extent if any there was any supervision of the employment of those 
funds for the purpose for which you earmarked them ? 

Mr. CLayMan. Maybe I had better give you a wee picture of our 
structure again. Our Political Action ‘Committee, in spite of-—— 

Mr. Moore. Is my statement a fairly correct conclusion from what 
you said? 

Mr. CLayMan. Yes, except that standing by itself, it might be mis- 
interpreted; that is all. 

Mr. Moorr. We do not want the record to be unclear 

Mr. Crayman. And of course I know you have no intention of 
misconstruing what I say. 

Our political action organization, in spite of Mr. Taft’s many alle- 
gations—the State organization included about three or four people, 
the whole organization, this vast network of politicians that covered 
the State, three or four. 

Obviously, the three or four couldn’t be in every community watch- 
ing every penny spent. My belief is that our people properly spent 
the money in accordance with the law. 

Mr. Moore. In that connection I would like to ask you to identify, 
if you will, a photost: itic copy of the statement of receipts and ex- 
penditures filed in Columbus, Ohio, by the executive secretary of the 
Summit County CIO Political Action Committee. 

T request, Mr. Chairman, that this be marked for identification as 
exhibit No. 117. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 117” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Similarly a report, a similar report, filed by the sec- 
retary-treasurer of the Franklin County CIO Political Action Com- 
mittee. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection it is so ordered. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 118” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Crayman. Is one of these unsigned ? 

Mr. Moore. Does it appear to be on the reverse side ? 

Mr. CrayMan. It appears to be unsigned. The point is the names 
vou describe, that are described on these photostats, are names T am 
familiar with, and they describe the proper people who are the heads 
of those organizations. 

Mr. Moorr. Now I would like to direct your attention to this, Mr. 
Clayman. With respect to the report filed by Mr. Duggan for the 
Summit County PAC, under expenditures there is an item of $2,920, 
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November 1950, workers on election day, and the statement of con 
tributions reads: 

Contributions from various CIO local unions to be used only for State candi- 
dates in 1950 elections, 

Do you not agree that it is difficult for the workers on election day, 
if they are working getting out the vote, and so on, to divide their 
efforts so as to be directed only to the election of State candidates / 

Mr. CiayMan. Firstly, I am not familiar with the specific details 
of the election day operation in Akron, so I am speaking generally 
rather than talking specifically about Akron. ‘There are problems of 
course. When a worker works on election day and is interested i 
State legislators, whether he sneaks a circular over or a ballot for a 
senatorial or congressional candidate, I suspect that probably hap- 
pens. 

How you prevent that without stop ping the mouth of labor and 
without stopping political activity entirely on the part of labor, 1 don’t 
know. But I ai not talking spec ifically about Akron because I don’t 
know. 

Mr. Moorr. The reason why I am bringing these out, Mr. Clay- 
man, is that we are here trying to focus upon the provisions of the 
Taft-Hartley law and the Federal Corrupt Practices Act as they 
affect labor union operations, and it occurs to me you may, because of 
these things, be able to suggest possible remedies for the situation such 
as Was jus st described. 

Mr. CLrayman. I have a suggestion that the Taft-Hartley law in 
that respect was completely unnecessary and should be repealed. 
That is my suggestion. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, without taking further time of the sub 
committee and of the witness on these statements of receipts and ex 
penditures, I would like to offer as one exhibit five or, rather, six ad- 
ditional statements of receipts and e xpe nditures on behalf of various 

subsidiary groups and political action committees and request, if 
there is no objecti on, that it be : assioned exhibit No. 119. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it will be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 119” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

senator Monron! Tr. Aro there any further questions ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. One or two. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ¢ ‘lay an, with respect to the comic book about which you hay 
testified, I would like to direct your attention to the exhibit eieaad 
by o nator Taft yesterday, showing the labels which had been placed 
oO! » pac ‘kage whie h was us sed for Whi uling those comie books to you 

Poteet Ohio. I refer to exhibit No. 29. 

Mh. CLayMAN. Frankly, I had difficulty knowing exactly what he 
meant with this rhubarb. 

Mr. Moore. I might ask you specifically whether the comic books 
were sent first to the CIO office here in Washineton. 

Mr. Crayman. Oh, ves, I remember that situation. Somebody 
in the PAC office in Washington wanted a few thousand, wasn’t in 

excess of five, wanted if to send around to various places. My sus- 
picion is somebody had some pride in the product. And when I 
learned about it. I felt that it would be much more advantageously used 
in Ohio than in various and sundry places outside of Ohio. 
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So I insisted these picture books be sent to us. 

My guess is that what happened was that the few thousand were 
sent to the PAC in Washington and that when I made my protest they 
simply put another sticker addressed to me and a request came in 
from Cadiz, Ohio, and we shipped the picture books to Cadiz, Ohio. 

That is the sum and substance of the plot. 

Mr. Moore. With respect to the payment of the bill for those comic 
books, I am correct, am I not, that your statement of receipts and ex- 
penditures shows that the full amount of $16,000 was paid by the Ohio 
C1O Political Action Committee ¢ 

Mr. CuayMan. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Now, they are sponsored, I believe, jointly by your- 
self and by the constituent members of the Labor League; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. CtaymMan. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Were you reimbursed for any part of that sum? 

Mr. CuaymMan. Yes, and then you will have to know the arrange- 
ment or it won't make sense to you. Iam sorry I am taking so much 
of your time. 

We had a general informal understanding. The A. F. of L. were 
going to put in about $35,000, we were going to do likewise. The rail- 
road employees, workers, were going to, I think, raise 10,000. The 
machinists were going to raise 10,000. The mine workers were going 
to try to raise $35,000 likewise, although that commitment wasn’t firm. 

We had our money in first, the Ohio CIO Political Action Com- 
mittee. because we had raised our money earlier than the others. 

So we assumed the first mess of bills in excess of $35,000, which the 
A. F. of L. subsequently reimbursed us for. 

Then thereafter when we ran our limit, the A. F. of L. took on the 
load, and they paid the next batch of bills. 

Then the Mine Workers, who received their money last, as I recall, 
they took on the third and final batch of bills. 

That explains why our office assumed the entire picture book expense 
and also you will discover as you check the mine workers and the A. F. 
of L., that they assumed the entire cost of certain other features and 
factors In our campaign. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, to the extent that there was any cash reimburse- 
ment to you, would that be reported as a contribution on your returns ? 

Mr. Ciayman. Yes. Actually the proper way to have reported 
that, my guess is, actually we raised all this money in excess of 48,000, 
we raised about 53,000, we show 48. What happened was the book- 
keeper in preparing it showed the moneys given us by the A. F. of I. 
asa separate contribution from the A. F. of L. 

Actually they were reimbursements of money previsouly spent in 
their behalf. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, did you have a similar problem in connection with 
the so-called black book and the speaker’s handbook ? 

Mr. Cuayman. That came toward the end of the campaign. 

Mr. Moorr. I am correct, am I not, that those publications were 
joint efforts by the United Labor League in Ohio? 

Mr. CLAyMAN. Yes, that is so. 

Mr. Moore. And who in connection with the black book for example 
assumed the initiative there ? 
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Mr. CraymMan. My recollection is that the Mine Workers Non- 
Partisan League took care of that item. I do remember it was $2,900, 
some-odd cents. 

Mr. Moorr. When you say “took care of that item” you refer to 
the—— 

Mr. CLayMan. Printing. 

Mr. Moore. Printing only ? 

Mr. CLayMan. The printing of that book as I recail. 

Mr. Moorr. And the research was handled here in Washington / 

Mr. CraymMan. That is right: that is the bulk of it as I recall. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, earlier in his testimony the witness 
stated that he had delivered to us, to our staff in Ohio, certain docu 
ments upon which he would otherwise have relied in his statement. 

Certain of these documents relate to his charges of linking the 
CIO-PAC and communism, and we do have Mr. Chairman, these 
documents here. | think in fairness to the witness— 

senator HENNINGs. You now clesire to have them identified 
made a part of the record, Mr. Moore ¢ 

Mr. Moore. That is correct. 

Senator Henninos. You will do so without objection. 

Mr. Moorr. It will then be identified and made a part of the record 
as exhibit No. 120. 

The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 120” 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. I show you. vw Clayman, a newspaper clipping, being 
page 10 of the ¢ ‘leveland Plain Dealer. Thursday, November 2, 1950, 
he ring an advertisement sucdlee the caption *Truth and Senator 
‘J aft.” apparently under the sponsorship of the Amalgamated Cloth 

¢ Workers of America, CLO, and this, Mr. Chairman. I offer for 
dentifieation as exhibit No. Zi. 

(The document above referred to was marked for identification 
“Exhibit No. 121” and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. CLAymMAN. Yes? 

Mr. Moore. That is a union political advertisement, is it not, Mr. 
Clayman ¢ 

Mr. CuaymMan. I would say this: that “Truth and Senator Taft” 
arose out of the revulsion of the Amalgamated Clothing Worke1 
that their deceased president, Sidney Hillman, was smeared and 
slandered by Senator Taft. and in defense, in pure defense and in 
revulsion they wanted to spread the word that Sidney Hillman is not 

proper sub ject for smearing, 

Now .then,. does that influence the elect: on? 

Mr. Moore. Let me ask you, so that we can get the record clear, Is it 
your position this is essentially defensive material to meet a charge 
fa candidate for office ? 

Mr. CLrayman. Oh, my, yes. 

Mr. Moore. But you do not dispute the fact that it is a contribut 
or a polities al expenditure by a union organization. 

Mr. Crayman. I don’t know —_e that. I don’t know about it. 

I will sav this is the same vein of the other materials that I was 
isked questions about: That this aed affect the thinkife of people. 
but vou must remember or you must know the reason why this was 

nted. 
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I can remember the complete disgust and the complete bitterness of 
the Amalagamated people when Mr. Taft dragged Sidney Hillman’s 
name from the grave across the headlines of Ohio purely to serve his 
own personal political ambitions. 

Now, then, having said that, it is entirely conceivable that an ad of 
this sort could affect the thinking of people, but it was done purely 
in a defensive fashion. 

Mr. Moore. Well, is it a correct summary of your testimony then, 
you feel that while it may technically fall “within the prohibition of 
the act, it is the kind of thing which, since it is defensive, should be 
justified activity ? 

Mr. CLtayMAn. I would say this: That it does not fall technically 
within the act unless the materials on institutional ads used in Ohio 
also fall technically under the act. I would put it in the same category, 
except there was some reason for this. It was defensive. There was 
no reason for the other. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Clayman, I hand you a copy of the 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question right there 
of Mr. Clayman ? 

Mr, Clayman, do you believe that the CLO or the PAC has ever 
engaged in institutional advertising either on a local or national 
level ? 

Mr. CLaymMan. In a campaign / 

Senator Smrrn. Has it ever? 

Mr. CrayMan. I have no recollection offhand. We have never had 
that kind of money. That isa very expensive campaign device. 

I have no recollection, but again I speak out of the limited expe- 
rience of my own background, and I can’t speak for the entire country. 

Senator Smrru. Well, either in a c ampaign or at any time during 
the year, do you know if the CLO or PAC has done any institutional! 
advertising ? 

Mr. Crayman. I don’t remember any unless it would be conceived 
that our feeble little radio program is a form of institutional adver- 
tising. 

Senator Smiru. I should have added whether it was in Ohio or over 
the country, national or loeal. 

Mr. CuaymMan. I remember this. These items were not related to 
political campaigns. I recall advertisements used in the heat of nego- 
tiations with management on wages and hours and working conditions 
or in the heat of a strike, but of course those don’t pertain to politics, 
at least that is my observation. 

Incidentally, I am advised by competent counsel that this kind of 
advertisement is not covered by the act. and there have been court 
decisions to that effect, which means that if you want to strike at this 
kind of advertisement, it will have to be done by independent legis- 
lation. 

Senator Hennings. Are there any further questions? 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Chairman, in view of the ad which has 
recently been discussed and also the supplemental statement which 
has been filed, I would like to ask unanimous consent that the press 
release which we have here from Senator Taft’s headquarters, from 
the Taft-for-Senate committee, Willis D. Gradison, chairman, bear 
ing no date, but for immediate release, be placed in the printed part 
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of the record, and to help complete the hearings I would ask unani 
mous consent that counsel read into the record the marked portion 
dealing with the subject matter at hand. 

Senator Henninas. Senator Monroney, the exhibit to which you 
refer has been handed to the members of the committee for observa 
tion, and without objection counsel may now read that portion into 
the record which, as I understand it, represents a portion of a State 
wide press release from the Taft headquarters. 

\m I correct in that, Mr. Moore ? 

Mr. Moorr. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. It purports to be. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, was that the matter referred to by 
Senator Taft in his testimony ? 

Senator Monronry. We did not have direct testimony as to that 
except in the supplemental statement it seems to have a bearing on 
material contained in the press release. 

Senator Hennines. This is in a sense, then, I take it, Senator Mor 
roney, anticipatory 4 

Senator Monroney. Plus the fact that there was more or less docu 
mentation, if this be a true copy of a Taft press release, of charges 
of an effort to link the PAC up to communism, which was, in effect, 
direct from the Taft headquarters. 

Senator Ilennines. Mr. Moore, may I ask you, sir, who appears 
to have taken the responsibility for that release / 
pears at the bottom of it? 

Mr. Moore. The document in question, Mr. Chairman, is a release 
from the Taft for Senate committee, Willis D. Gradison, chairman, 
108 Dixie Terminal Building, Cineinnati 2, Ohio, bearing the cap 
tion in the upper right-hand corner, “For immediate release,” and en 
titled, “Editorial Suggestion,” underneath which appears the subtitle, 
“Capt ive Joe.” 

Page 2 of the document—and this is part of the collection of ma- 
terial previously identified as exhibit No. 120—reads as follows: 


Whose name ap 


a 


Meanwhile, in view of the dominant role the PAC is playing in this campaign, 
the voters have the right to know what the PAC is, who founded it, and what 
its purposes and goals are. Senator Taft has supplied some of the answers. 
“The PAC,” he said, “was conceived in communism, but Communist midwives 
assisting at its birth, and was carefully nurtured in its formative period by 
Communist teachers. Its whole approach to the American political scene was 
a smear anda lie. It has sought to create a class consciousness among American 
people breeding dissension and hatreds. The names of the leaders of PAC may 
have changed, but the tactics have all continued without change. The song 
has ended but the melody lingers on. Hillman and Kroll, who have headed 
PAC, have been president and vice president of Amalgamated Clothing Workers. 
John Abt (identified as a Communist by Lee Pressman and Whittaker Chambers) 
was general counsel of Amalgamated from 1938 to 1948. 


He was also general 
counsel of PAC during its early years. 


Leaders of PAC in its organizational 
work were Harry Bridges, Donald Henderson, Reid Robinson, Ben Gold, Grant 
Oakes, Lewis Merrill, Abraham Flaxer, Joseph Selley, Julius Emspak, and Morris 
Muster, all of whom the CIO has now booted out. All of them were sponsors 

f numerous Communist fronts on the Attorney General’s list. 

“Lee Pressman, a self-confessed Communist, was first 
PAC. The PAC campaign has been identical with that of the Communist Party 
Hillman identified 141 individuals as comprising the governing body of the PA‘ 
and the House, Un-American Activities Committee reported that 8 percent of the 
141 were affiliated with Communist fronts.” 


Chis, then, is the PAC that is running Ferguson’ 


general counsel of 


s campaign. 
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The words in concluding “were affiliated with Communist fronts” 
concludes the direct quotation of Senator Taft. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, may I ask counsel if that is the 
press release by Mr. Gradison taken from exhibit No. 57, which is al- 
ready in the files, from a speech delivered by Senator Taft? 

Mr. Moore. I will have to examine exhibit No. 57. 

Yes, it appears from a comparison of exhibit No. 57 that it gives 
the entire speech delivered by Senator Taft at the Euclid Republic un 
Club meeting, Euclid, Ohio, 9 p. m., Tuesday, October 10, 1950. 

Therefore, the statement from which I have read—the press release 
by Mr. Gradison—appears to be a condensation and an editorial sug- 
gestion based upon that speech. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order then, now, 
since that refers directly to the supplemental statement of Senator 

Taft, to move that the supplemental statement be included in the hear- 
ings? If so, I so move. 

Senator Hennines. Without objection, it may be included, then. 

Mr. Moore. May I point out, Mr. Chairman, that it may be that 
we should extend to the witness the opportunity to make some reply 
to this supplemental statement, since I take it he will shortly be ex- 
cused as a witness himself, and from the reading I gave to that ex- 
hibit, it appears to relate to his testimony here yesterday and today, 
and since it is a supplementary statement by the Senator, I think that 
the witness should also have an opportunity to make a reply. 

Senator Hennrnos. It is unfortunate that I was detained in my 
office. Has this statement been read into the record ¢ 

Senator Monroney. No, it has not. 

Mr. Moore. It has not. 

Senator Hennin@s. It has not as yet been read. And I take it if 
the statement is to be read into the record, this witness will certainly 
be afforded the opportunity to make any reply to it that he see fit to 
make, if he so desires. Not having read ‘the supplementary statement, 
the Chair does not know what it contains. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of the regular chair- 
man, Senator Gillette, who asked that the members of the committee 
read this, I would very much prefer to have him present when we vote 
on this. But since this that we just talked about and moved to go 
into the hearings relates directly to this, I thought that one could not 
be in without the other. 

Senator Hennineos. And does the Senator withdraw her request 
that it be read in the record at this time ¢ 

Senator Smirn. I am willing to abide by the judgment of the com- 
mittee. 

Senator Hennines. I think that the committee has indicated that 
it is perfectly willing to receive the exhibit and have it read into the 
record at this time w rithout objection. Not knowing what it contains, 
I assume that it is evidence like any other testimony that has been 
received here, subject to rebuttal and subject to such contradiction by 
evidence in refutation thereof as there may be. I know of no injune 
tion against it. As I say, I do not know what it contains. 

I would be glad to hear you on that, Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. Crayman. I wonder if I may say a few words before you make 
your determination. 

Senator HENNINGs. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. CLaymMan. I read this, and I did not enjoy my lunch. As a 
matter of fact, during the noon period when I looked in the mirror, 
[ was wondering about the color of my tie, whether that might not 
support another statement from Mr. Taft on the issue of communism. 

[ listened this noon to what Chairman Gillette had to observe, and 
I do not know a thing about Senate protocol. He said at that time 
that it was unusual—I don’t know whether I use that word advisedly, 
but that was the import—it was unusual for a witness to introduce a 
statement without the opportunity for the committee to cross-examine 
the witness. I suspect that if I were to attempt to introduce a state- 
ment without the opportunity of cross-examination by the commitee, I 
suspect it would be ruled out of order. 

My guess is that Mr. Taft’s right before this committee is no greater 
than mine. Weare both citizens of the United States. 

Now, then, let us review this practically for a moment. What has 
happened? The first day Mr. Taft spent all day and grabbed the 
headlines. Mr. Gillette said that he did not want this committee to 
be used as a springboard for the administration: neither should the 
committee permit itself to be used as the springboard for Mr. Taft's 
candidacy for the United States Presidency. 

So quite obvious to me, at least, here on the third day, having 
grabbed the headlines the first day 

Senator Hennineos. Now, Mr. Clayman, I am sure that we want 
to indulge you in your discussion relating to the admissibility of this 
exhibit, or statement, which, as I say, I have not read; so the Chair 
does not have the faintest notion of what is in it. I have not tried 
to look at it. 

Mr. Crayman. It is a repetition of the same kind of scurrilous 
charges. 

Senator Henninoas. If you will contain yourself for just a minute, 
please, sir. 

Mr. CrayMaNn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hrennincs. I am sure that this committee wants to do 
what is right and fair and just in terms of Senator Taft’s desire to 
offer a statement. I was not here when the chairman made such state 
ment as he may have made about it, which you indicated that he did. 
We want to be as fair to you and every other witness as we have tried 
to be to Senator Taft. And the converse is true, of course. 

Now, Senator Smith has offered this supplemental statement. The 
Chair is not aware of what statement may have been made by the 
hairman of this subcommittee before the present occupant came. 
[ had matters in my office and people there that I simply couldn’t do 
anything about; so I am derelict in not knowing what was said. 

However, Senator Smith has, as I understand it, offered it, but now 
desires to withdraw it until the chairman of the subcommittee re- 
turns. As I understood the Senator to say, it may be voted upon by 
the entire subcommittee. Am I correct / 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to withdraw it unless 
the entire substance is withdrawn. LTonly moved that the supplemental 
tatement of Mr. Taft, which I believed this morning should be held 
until we all had time to read it, should be included at the same time as 
the reference the counsel read to it a few moments ago. If one is to 
LO in, | think both should vo 1n the record at this time | think Wwe 
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shouldn’t anticipate something that is going in the record such as we 
seem to have done in this statement. 

On page 187 of the proceedings of the first day Senator Taft says: 

May I say one thing? I do not want to appear again in answer to anything 
that may be said, but I may like to file some statements. 

Senator GILLeTTr. We will be very glad to receive them. 

I think that same courtesy was extended to Mr. Ferguson, was it 
not, Mr. Counsel ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I don’t recall, but the record will show. 

Senator Hennines. It was, I am quite sure. 

Senator Smiru. I think that is the procedure of our committee. 
Yet it is most important that those matters be read before they are 
put into the regular hearing. That was why I was asking. 

Senator Henninos. May I say to the Senator from Maine that of 
course these proceedings do not in anywise conform to any known 
rules of evidence. If a lawyer were to be required to rule on this 
matter as a matter of evidence, I am sure the ruling would be one 
way. Astoa matter of procedure, it is another. 

And then, as I understand it, and as it has been the practice of this 
and other committees, it becomes a matter for the committee, a quorum 
now being present, to determine as a committee by vote and is not 
subject to a ruling by the Chair, there being no legal basis upon which 
the Chair could rule on a question such as this. 

Hence, putting it into the realm of committee determination, which, 
if the statement is offered, be read at this time, I would suggest that 
the committee must in that event go into executive session and vote 
as to whether this should at this time be read into the record. 

Since the preceding exhibit was read into the record without objec- 
tion, it would not necessarily establish any precedent as to whether 
this should be read into the record, according to my light on it, and I 
could well be wrong; but since it now becomes a matter of controversy, 
it would seem to the Chair that the committee must determine by its 
vote whether the statement styled “Supplemental Statement of Senator 
Robert A. Taft” be read into the record, as suggested, as I understand, 
by the Senator from Maine. 

Senator Smiryu. I am wondering if it is necessary to go into execu- 
tive session. If there is objection to its going in the hearings, that 
would be sufficient. I move it go into the hearings. 

Senator Henninas. The witness is not permitted to make an objec- 
tion as to what may or may not go into the hearings, with all respect 
to the witness. 

Mr. CuaymMan. TI understand. 

Senator Henninas. T assumed when this was admitted, not know 
ing the chairman of the committee had made a statement at the noon 
recess, as I assume he did, suggesting that it not be admitted without 
Senator Taft’s presence—am I correct ? 

Senator Monronry. No. He wanted to discuss it with the com 
mittee, I think, whether it should be admitted or not, when we could 
not cross-examine Senator Taft about it. 

T might add that the reason that I asked that this be read was the 
fact that we had this material in our handbook, and T was anxious 
to question Senator Taft on it when he was on the stand, but in the 
literature we were given as being distributed it did not show up. It 
was only—and T overlooked it when it was introduced as an exhibit 
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asa part of his Euclid Avenue speech, which was put in with a number 
of other things. 

The record so far as the committee hearings show has not contained 
up to this time the material that is contained in this press release, 
which has just been read. 

Senator Smirnu. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt there, 

Senator HENNINGs. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. Let me ask if anv member of the committee or the 
staff have oven the statement out to anyone other than the committee 
ind the stat?. 

Senator Hrnnines. May the Chair, on behalf of Senator Smith, 
nterrogate all who are present, committee members and stat, and the 
same for the Chair, answering in the negative, has anyone else given 
the statement or released it to any -individual, publication, 
et cetera ¢ 

Mr. Moore. I think I ean state for the staff 

Senator Hennings. In any form or fashion. 

Mr. Moore. I can state for the staff that copies which were oiven 
to me this morning by Mr. Martin were distributed to each member 
of the subcommittee. one each, and the other coples were kept here 
for mv use. 

Mr. Margolis and I have one each 


recess, 


rouy, 


. Which we kept during the noon 


Senator Smirn. None have been disposed of otherwise ? 

Mr. Moorr. Not by us, Mrs. Smith. 

Senator Smiri. Not by the staff’ 

Mr. Moore. Not by the staff. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Ferguson’s people haven’t had this at all? 

Mr. Moorr. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator Henninas. Did I not understand Mr. Clayman to say he had 
read it? 

Senator Smirnu. That is what I thought he said. 

Mr. CraymMan. I did say that. 

Senator Smrru. I was trying to find out where this came from. 

Senator Henninas. I think the committee would be orateful if 
our counsel would develop this situation a bit by interrogation or 
such knowledge as he may have of it so we will be in a better position 


to determine what we should do. 


Mr. Moore. Mr. Clayman, with respect to the issue which has beer 


raised, I might ask you first, have vou read the supplementary state 


nent of Senaton Robert A. Taft ( 
Mr. Cuayman. Yes: I have. 
Mi. Moorr. You read that statement. vou said. 


4 


ePCASS 


during the noon 


Mr. Crayman. That is right. 
Mir. Moore. Will vou please state for the subcommittee the source 


irom W hich you obtained acopy of that statement. 


Mr. CLAYMAN. I picked it up somewhere around here, no problen 


at all 


Mr. Moorr. Can you please identify further the “some place around 
*y 

Mr. Cuayman. I mean from the table. There were several copies 

ver there somewhere, and I took one of them. Was it supposed to 


be a matter of state secrecy ¢ 
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Senator Smiru. Mr. Clayman, you are under oath. No one handed 
that to you? 

Mr. Ctayman. I picked it up over there. 

Senator Smirx. Did no one hand that to you, Mr. Clayman? I 
would like a “Yes” or “No.” 

Mr. Crayman. Oh, well, it seems to me somebody over there did. 

Senator Hennines. Now, Mr. Clayman, we ask you to be as patient, 
please, sir, as we are trying to be with you. Please try to show us the 
saine courtesy we are trying to show you, sir. 

Senator Smith has asked } you a question, and I believe, sir, you under- 
stood the question. Didn't you? 

Mr. Crayman. Yes, sir; I did. T frankly—— 

Senator Hennincs. Would you like to have it read again / 

Mr. Ctayman. No; I understood the question. 

Senator Hennrnes. Would you mind answer the question / 

Mr. Crarman. Yes; I didn’t want to embarrass anybody need- 
lessly. I was shown the copy by one of the members of the staff. 

Mr. Moore. You mean, Mr. C ae in, you were shown a copy. Did 
you take a copy from the ts a. ‘were you given a copy by one of the 


members / 
Mr. CiuaymMan. One of the members of the staff showed it to me, and 


I took it with me. 

Mr. Moore. Is it not a fact, Mr. Clayman, that at the noon recess 
w _ you came up here to ask me about certain aspects of the Ferguson 

Taft reports, you saw copies of it here and asked me whether or 
“a it would be possible to take a copy ? 

Mr. CLayman. Yes: that is right. 

Mr. Moore. And at that point is it not a fact also that someone else 
was here who distracted us at the moment and asked me questions also ? 

Mr. CtayMan. I think that is so. 

Mr. Moore. Well, 1 want you to state for the record whether or not 
your recollection is that I gave you a copy. 

Mr. CutaymMan. Yes: that is my recollection. 

Mr. Moore. Your recollection is that I as counsel for the committee 
gave you a copy ¢ 

Mr. CLrayman. Yes. Now there was some hubbub there. You were 
bewildered by all the attention you were getting. It is quite con- 
ceivable you gave me this without realizing it was proper or improper, 
and frank ly 1 slon’t know. 

Mr. Moorr. Well, I would like to establish, Mr. Clayman, is your 
recollection that T here handed you a copy like so / 

Mr. CtaymMan. Yes. I took it out of your hand. 

Senator Hennineés. Mr. Clayman, may I make one observation. 
I don’t believe this is necessar ily a matter of propriety or impropriety 
as to whether it should have been handed to you or given to you or not. 
I am not prepare d to Say. 

I don’t know whether it was handed to the press, did not know until 
a few moments ago when we were assured it had not been. It is a 
document which has been prepared and presumably at some time was 
prepared for the purpose of being Incorporated in and made a part of 
this record. Obviously it is not a secret. 

However, Senator Smith’s question was directed to you only as re 
lating not to any impropriety on your part or on the part of ¢ ounsel or 
any others, but as to the question of fact. Insofar as the matter now 





INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 207 


stands, you were handed a copy by someone connected with the staff. 

Mr. Cuayman. Yes; and quite frankly when I for the first time 
realized apparently there was something presumably improper, I did 
not want to embarrass anybody. There was no point in my em 
barrassing anybody, and I am sorry that you made me embarrass any 
body. 

Mr. Moore. May I state for the record, Mr. Chairman- 

Senator Hennings. Just a minute, please. 

Mr. Clayman, after all, you are a witness and we are glad to have 
vou here, but if you would let us undertake to settle this as best we can 
n our fumbling way here—— 

Mr. CLaYMAN. | am sorry. 

Senator Hennines. We will call upon you, sir, when the occasion 
seems to require, and mi iybe you can help us later, too. 

Mr. CutayMaAn. Do you want this back / 

Senator HENNINGs. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, may I ask again, ask the counsel if 
inv member of the staff gave that to anyone / 

Mr. Moore. I am informed, Mrs. Smith, that a member of our staff 
did upon request of Mr. Doyle hand a copy of this statement to Mr. 
Doyle. 

Senator SmiruH. Thank you. That answers my question. Then 
it should go into the record, it seems to me, if it has been a matter of 
public consumption. 

As I remember it—and I again read here on page 187—Senator Taft 
asked for permission to file statements. I think Ferguson did the 
same thing, and Senator Gillette, the chairman, said, “We will be 
very glad to receive them.” 

(nd since this has been given out, since the chairman asked that 
members of the committee read it before it be put in, and since Mr. 
Doyle is Ferguson’s assistant, it does seem to me that we might 
ict on my motion here. If there is any objection, we will leave it. 

Senator Henninos. What is the pleasure of the committee’ Is 
here any objection on your part, Senator Monroney / 

Senator Monroney. I see nothing wrong in admitting the supple- 

mental statement, with the understanding that if members of the 
committee desire to cross-examine or to quest ion Senator Taft further 
regarding this statement, that we will have the right to do so at a 
iter date, 

senator SMITH, Absolutely SO. 

senator HEN NINGs. The Chair will assume that that is an inherent 
right of the committee. Let the record show that with that provision 

of the right of future examination of Senator Taft upon the supple- 
nental statement—has it been marked as an exhibit vel Y 

Mir. Moore. It has not, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hennings. That it be admitted and read, without objection 
Is that correct, Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smira. That is correct. 

Mir Moore. That, Mr. Chairman, will be exhibit No. 12Y 


The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 122” for iden- 


| ee 
cation, and will be found in . apa of the subcommittee. ) 
senator Hi NNINGS, Now. Mr. avin Rie you have read the <() enlled 


ipplemental statement 4 
Mr. ChaymMan. Yes. IT have. 
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Senator Hennines. I gather that from your testimony. And I 
take it Senator Smith, tha it you do not request that the statement be 
read aloud into the record at this time ? 

Senator Smirn. I will leave that entirely to the judgment of the 
committee and the counsel. 

Mr. Moore. I am sorry, Mrs. Smith, I did not hear that last state- 
ment. 

Senator Smiru. I leave it entirely to the judgment of the committee 
and the counsel. 

Senator Henntnés. I believe, Senator, that since you have offered 
the exhibit, perhaps we will have to depend upon you for your sug- 
gestions as to whether you want it read into the record or otherwise 
incorporate it. 

Senator Smiru. I move that we can proceed in the regular form, Mr. 
Chairman, and that the statement be read at this time into the hearing. 
1 don’t like to delay the committee hearing, but I think it is that 
Important. 

Mr. Moore. I wonder in that connection whether someone from 
Senator Taft’s staff, Mr. Martin, might read it. Perhaps he also 
ought to be sworn. 

Senator Hennincs. Is Mr. Martin here? Who sponsors this state- 
ment? Who sponsors this exhibit, anyone here? Who offered it to 
the committee ¢ 

Mr. Moore. It was offered to the committee, Mr. Chairman, by Mr. 
Martin, administrative assistant to Senator Taft. 

Senator Hennines. Is Mr. Martin here in the room? The com- 
mittee will stand in recess for 5 minutes. 

(Short recess. ) 

Senator Hennines. The committee will be in order. Is Mr. Martin 
here / 

Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Senator HenninGs. For the moment, Mr. Clayman, we would like 
to have Mr. Martin sworn asa witness. 

I might say for your benefit, Mr. Martin, and yours, Mr. Clayman. 
and others interested, that the committee has determined to place 
Mr. Martin under oath and to interrogate him relating to the source 
of the so-called supplemental statement for the purpose of giving it 
authentication, responsibility, and sponsorship if Mr. Martin can do 
so, being interrogated. 

It is the further determination of the committee, recognizing that 
in committees do not operate under any established rules of evidence 

* procedure, that Mr. Martin be permitted to read the statement, 
assuming that its sponsorship and responsibility and wuthorship Is 
established—it is already a part of the record—and Mr. Clayman 
thereafter be afforded an opportunity to study and familiarize him 
self with the statement, if he has not already done so, and be given 
an opportunity then to comment upon it. 

Please raise your right h: und, Mr. Martin. 

What is your first . ume ¢ 

Mr. Marrrn. I. Jack Martin. 

Senator HENNINGs. Do you, Jack Martin, solemnly swear that the 
testimony you are about to give in the matter before this committee 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God / 


Mr. Martin. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF I. JACK MARTIN, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT TO 
SENATOR ROBERT A. TAFT 


Senator HenniNGs. Will you interrogate the witness, please / 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Martin, you are the administrative assistant to 
Senator Taft, are you not ¢ 

Mr. Martin. Lam. 

Mr. Moore. And the document which has been referred and is now 
: evidence, entitled, “A Supplemental Statement of Senator Robert 

Taft”—will you please relate to the committee the circumstances 
pss Me your ieicese of that document to the committee room 
this morning or tothe hearing room this morning. 

Mr. Martin. Well, as you know, exhibit 57 re slates to Senator Taft's 
speech in Euclid, Ohio, sometime in the fall. That speech was docu 
mented for the Senator before he made the speech. 

After Mr. Clayman’s testimony of yesterday, | telephoned Senator 
‘Taft in North Carolina and I read him some of the testimony. | 
isked him whether he Wi anted ; ‘ 1 documentation of his speech to go 
nto the record as a supplement: , statement by mar He said “Yes.” 

Mr. Thomas Shrover, who hh; id doe uihe nted 1 in the first instance, 
prepared the statement. 

Mir. Moorr. Who is the gentleman to whom you refer / 

Mr. Martin. Thomas Shroyer. He is a professional member of the 
Labor and Public Welfare Committee, on the professional staff, and 
has been there a number of years and helped the Senator in his labor 
legislation. 

Mir. Moore. It was Mr Shrover who made the supplemental state- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Marrin. Mr. Schroyer pre pared the supplemental statement in 
accordance With the instructions of Senator Taft. who is in North 
Carolina. 

This Morning I asked Senator Gillette ho, | asked you first 
whether I might introduce the supplemental statement on behalf of 
Senator Taft in accordance with the permission that had been pre 
vious given him before he left. I think you said you would take it up 
with the committee. 

Senator Gillette came in at that time, and I forget the comme nts, 


uit it was delayed until later. As you know, later in the day he said 
that he had no objection to it being admitted as far as he person: lly 
was concerned. I think he said he had read it during the morning 
“PSSLON, 


Mr. Moore. May I interrupt ? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. How Ladys copies do you res all of the supplemental 
tatement did you bring to the hearing room with you? 

Mr. Marvin. I think it was 10. When I had the firm prey pare them, 
[ suggested they prepare 10 without exhibit 57 and then a number with 
exhibit bl. which were to be used for the press if the committee oranted 
1e request that it could he introduced. 

Mr. Moorr. How many copies of the supplemental statement we 
prepared ¢ 

Mr. NI ARTIN. | ordered 300, 

Mr. Moore. You brought 10 copies ? 
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Mr. Martin. Ten copies without exhibit 57. The rest of the copies 
were prepared with 57, so that if it were permitted to be introduced, 
the press would have the whole situation including 57 and the supple- 
mental statement. 

Mr. Moore. In that connection, Mr. Martin, was a press release 
prepared by Mr. Shroyer ? 

Mr. Martin. No, not that I know of. 

Mr. Moore. These documents in question have, however, been de- 
livered to the press as of now, have they not? 

Mr. Martin. They were delivered when the chairman introduced 
the supplemental statement in the record. 

Mr. Moore. And at that time, the time of their hand delivery to the 
press, was there a press release accompanying them ? 

Mr. Martin. No; not that I know of, just the document as you have 
it with 57 attached. 

Mr. Moore. And as I have it—you mean entitled “Supplemental 
Statement of Senator Robert A. Taft before the United States Senate 
Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections,” a document undated and 
not otherwise marked ¢ 

Mr. Martin. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Bearing no press release date or anything of that 
nature ¢ 

Mr. Martin. No. In other words, the ones delivered to the press 
are identical except they have attached a copy of exhibit 57, the 
speech, the Euclid Avenue speech. 

Mr. Moorr. When you delivered or after vou delivered the, you say, 
10 copies to counsel ? 

Mr. Marin. I believe it was 10. I had ordered 10 without ex- 
hibit. 57. 

Mr. Moore. Do you recall—had any member of counsel’s staff asked 
whether a copy of that might be given to Mr. Ferguson or Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Martix. Not exactly that way. 

Mr. Moore. Would you mind stating the substance of the conversa- 
tion, if any? 

Mr. Marrin. Well, at the end of the morning session I was wonder- 
ing whether it was going to be admitted, and I came up to talk to 
Mr. Margolis, and at that time Mr. Ferguson went away with the copy. 
T mean he was sort of in between us, and where he got it, I am not sure. 
Tam not sure whether he took it out of Mr. Margolis’ hand or whether 
he picked it up off the desk. As I was talking to him, he went away 


with the copy, and Mr. Margolis said, “Have you any more?” And I 
said, “What for?” And Mr. Margolis Says, “The opposition”—or 
something to that effect—“wants copies of it.” 


did not think that was quite mght, and IT so told him. And at 

that time—— 

Mr. Moorr. Did Mr. Margolis ask you whether or not a copy might 
be given Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Martin. He did not put it that way, as T remember. I don’t 
remember Mr. Doyle at all. 

Mr. Moorr. Did vou use the word “opposition”? 

Mr. Martin. T think he might have. I am not sure of the conver 
sation. 

Mr. Moorr. And did you state by language or by gesture that you 
ob jected toa copy— ~ 
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Mr. Martin. I stated that I thought it was unfair to give it to him 
before it was admitted in evidence, and I mentioned something about 
the fact that we did not seen Mr. Ferguson’s supplemental statement 
before he gave it. Then I don’t know exactly what happened, but I 
said I did not have any more for that purpose. 

Mr. Moore. Did you see me deliver a copy of that, Mr. Martin? 

Mr. Martin. No. And in fairness to Mr. Margolis, I did not get 
the impression that he was handing them out freely. I think they 
just came up there, and they were either taking them off the desk or 
he was under the impression ‘that there was not anything wrong with it. 

Mr. Moorr. Was the balance of 290 copies kept in your office and 
Senator Taft’s office during the day? 

Mr. Martin. No. I thought it was going to be admitted at 10 
i k. Sol kept them under a chair for the press. But I did not 
vive them out. About 100 of them. 

Mr. Moorr. How many were kept under the chair, Mr. Martin? 

Mr. Martin. I would say 75 or 100. 

Mr. Moorr. And the other 215 or 200, were kept in Senator Taft’s 
office ? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. They were delivered later. You see, I thought 
if it was going to be admitted at 10 o’clock this morning, I had better 
get some up here. It was done last night and the firm that did it said 
they could not possibly get all of them up at the same time. I did not 
see the rest of them until—in fact, when we ran out of the supply here, 
a young lady went back, and there they were, the rest of them. I do 
not know ex: actly when they were delivered. 

Mr. Moorr. Of the total of 300 copies, do vou know in what lots 
they were delivered to Senator Taft’s office ? 

Mr. Martin. I think that 90 of the ones with exhibit 57 attached 
and 10 without the exhibit. That is the wav I ordered them. 

Mr. Moore. They were delivered this morning ? 

Mr. Martin. Yes, before a quarter of 10. 

Mr. Moorr. Yes. But then were the others delivered to vour office 
during the day c 

Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Senator Hy NNiINGS. Now, Mr. Moore, unless you are not satished 
on that point, the Chair having consulted with the other members 
of the committee, I believe that that point has been sufficiently devel 
oped to the satisfaction of the committee and we might now pro eed 
with the reading of the statement. 

Mr. Moore. Very well, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hennings. Unless you feel that on remains unde- 
veloped which might tend to further clarify or to exonerate, if any- 
one feels ar lv exoner: ition is required of : anhie ig that has tr ansp! ired 
in connection with the so-called supplemental statement. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to pursue 
it further. TI do not think that it need be. In respect to your state- 
ment about the need for exoneration, permit me to say for the record 
and on behalf of the staff. IT do not feel that the circumstances 
point— 

Senator Hennines. I probably should have said “clarification” 
rather than “exoneration.” I was unfortunate in the choice = my 
word. 





212 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


Mr. Moore. It might be, however, that Mr. Martin would like to 
make some further reference before he proceeds to read the state- 
ment prepared by Senator Taft. 

Mr. Martin. I have no other statement. 

Senator Monroney. Before the statement is read, I would like to 
be sure that this is an authorized statement requested by Senator 
Taft, and that he knows the contents of the statement and knows 
that it is placed in the record of these hearings. 

Mr. Martin. Senator, the only thing I can say is that, as I said 
before, I called the Senator in North Carolina and I tald him of Mr. 
Clayman’s testimony, and I asked him if he wanted a documentation 
of his Euclid Avenue speech placed in the record as a supplemental 
statement, and he said “Yes.” And that was prepared with the same 
material that was used to prepare his Euclid Avenue speech, as far 
as I know. : 

Mr. Shroyer prepared it. 

Senator Monroney. I just wonder if Senator Taft would be pre- 
pared to swear to the contents of this statement that is being intro- 
duced as being a true set of facts, to the best of his knowledge and 
belief. 

Mr. Martin. I cannot say whether he would swear to the facets. 
Many of them are- 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Martin, I take it, if 1 may try to clarify 
this, that of your knowledge you know that this statement emanated 
from Senator Taft, do you not? 

Mr. Marrty. I know that it emanated from Senator Taft’s office. 

Senator Henninos. You do not know that it is Senator Taft’s state- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Martin. With this- 

Senator Henninos. Relying upon the caption to the exhibit, or 
the document, “Supplement statement of Senator Robert A. Taft, 
before the United States Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections.” 

Mr. Marry. Yes. I know more about the mechanics of it. He did 
not dictate it. It was prepared from the same material that was used 
to prepare his Euclid Avenue speech by Mr. Shroyer. And I asked 
him if that was what he wanted, and he said “Yes.” He has never 
seen the statement. It is, as I say, a documentation of the Euclid 
Avenue speech which he thought was pertinent to the issue in view 
of the testimony that was given. 

Senator Henninas. Has Senator Taft seen this supplemental state- 
ment since its preparation / 

Mr. Martin. No. 

Senator Hennine6s. Has it been read to him since its preparation ? 

Mr. Martin. No. 

Senator Hennines, And I take it, Mr. Martin, you do not know in- 
sofar as this statement relates whether it is or is not Senator Taft’s 
statement, is that true? 

Mr. Marrry. With the exception that it is the documentation of 
the Euclid Avenue speech. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Hennings. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. I hesitate to delay further the proceedings of the 
meeting, but under the circumstances I would suggest that if Senator 
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Taft could be reached, we could have a wire or a call from him certify- 
ing that this statement was his. 

Senator Henninos. Senator Smith, as I understand Mr. Martin’s 
testimony, Senator Taft has not seen this statement. 

Mr. Martin. No. 

Senator Hennings. It of course could be read to him I assume, and 
he could give it his blessing or repudiation, as he sees fit. 

This committee has proceeded : is these committees generally do, 
with the greatest latitude, and is not bound by any known procedure, 
at least any known to the chairman. 

We have a statement here which is ¢ aptioned “Suppleme ent al state 
ment of Senator Robert A. Taft.’ 

I think that what Senator Monroney was undertaking to do was to 
establish authorship, sponsorship, or responsibility for it. From your 
testimony, Mr. Martin, the chairman at least understands that this was 
pre pared by others. 

Mr. Martin. Yes, sit 

Senator Henninos. After consultation with Senator Taft as to cer- 
tain material which was used in the so-called Euclid Avenue speech, 
is that correct 2 

Mr. Martin. That is correct. 

Senator Hennineos. And was it taken verbatim from that speech 
with which Senator Taft is familiar which he made ? 

Mr. Martin. Wel, I did not prepare it. in either case. 

Senator HENNINGs. Well, appare ntly there is no one here insofar as 
the Chair can determine who is undertaking to claim paternity for this 
so-called supplemental statement. 

However, with the greatest latitude that has been observed in all of 
these hearings throughout and since Senator Smith offered the state 
ment, I assume the statement is now a part of the record, and I would 
also further assume that it may be received for what it is worth, I 
mean evidentiary Wise. I don’t mean as to facts and substance or 
conclusions and opinion. 

As a matter of evidence it has absolutely no probative force, of 
course. What is Senator Smith’s pleasure? I assume that the state 
ment should still be read into the record. 

Senator Smiru. I ask that Mr. Martin read the statement into the 
record. 

Senator Hennings. Is there any objection ? 

Senator Monroney. | just wonder, I think the suggestion that Sen- 
ator Taft authorized this statement, having had it read to him over the 
telephone or something, would be more properly in line with the com- 
mittee procedure, and he could wire the committee authorizing the 
statement as written. 

Senator SmirH. When can Senator Taft be reached, Mr. Martin ? 
Mr. Martin. He is giving lectures in the University of North Caro- 
ha, and | could probably reach him about 10:30 or 1] o'clock this 
evening. 

Senator Smiru. What about Mr. Clayman’s reply? Will we have 
that before we have this? 

Senator Monronry. He would be replying to something, except to 
the publicity part which: went into the record earlier, which has not 
been identified or responsibility definitely established by Senator Taft. 


] 
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Senator SmirH. Mr. Clayman has been delayed somewhat. I rather 
gathered he was getting away tonight. 

Senator Henninos. Of course, proceeding under any known rules of 
evidence, the Chair would entertain a motion that the entire exhibit, 
the so-called supplemental report, be stricken from the record at this 
time. 

However, the Chair bows to the will of the committee in this respect, 
and I assume that the committee is unwilling to have this statement 
read until some authenticity for it has been established, some basis for 
its being and presence here, authorship and responsibility. Is that 
your view, Senator Monroney ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. I shall be glad to have it read, Mr. Chairman. I 
will abide by the judgment of the majority. As I remember it, you 
suggested that I make the motion on whether it be read or not, and I 
made the motion and it was to be read. 

Next we thought that we had better have Senator Taft’s O. K. 
on it. Of course, since it has gone to the press, there is nothing to 
prevent Senator Taft from repudiating it. 

Senator Hennines. In order to expedite the proceedings, if possible, 
the Chair will undertake to rule that it really doesn’t make a great 
deal of difference, since it is in the record, whether it is read now or 
read after it has been read by Senator Taft, since its source has thus 
far been established; that it may be taken and received and read for 
what it is worth and answered by Mr. Clayman or not as he sees fit, 
bearing in mind the circumstances under which it was received and 
under which it appears in the record of the hearings of this committee. 

Will vou proceed, please, Mr. Martin ? 

Mr. Martin (reading) : 


SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT OF SENATOR Ropert A. TAFT BEFORE THE UNITED STATES 
SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS 


During my testimony on the opening day of this hearing I described the cam- 
paign of lies and misrepresentation carried on against me and traced their 
source to the Black Book prepared by the CIO-PAC. T told the committee that 
I had met this campaign of lies and misrepresentation in two ways. First, I 
prepared a detailed reply to many chapters of the Black Book and sent it 
to Taft chairmen in each county and also to various newspaper editors. Second, 
I undertook to describe to the people of Ohio the character of the CIO-PAC. 

My first and major speech on this second undertaking was made to the Euclid 
Republican Club, Euclid, Ohio, on October 10, 1950. Exhibit 57 which I placed 
in evidence is the Euclid speech. In some of my subsequent speeches I repeated 
statements from the Euclid speech. 

The statements made by me with respect to the communistic origins of CIO- 
PAC could be documented in full merely by reference to congressional hearings 
and reports. The CIO-PAC has been extensively investigated by at least four 
congressional committees. Other congressional committees have dealt with 
phases of its activities. 

The most complete report is that of the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee on March 29, 1944, containing 215 printed pages (H. Rept. No. 13811, 
78th Cong., 2d sess.). 

Sometime later the same special committee issued a 177-page committee print 
on a later investigation of CIO-PAC in 1944. This print opens with the state- 
ment of committee counsel : 

“We are now prepared to present to the committee evidence which makes it 
clear that the CIO-PAC was a byproduct of the Communist Party of the United 
States and further that its program is now being directed and carried on in 
certain sections of the country by well-known Communist leaders.” 

On page 5 of the same committee print in a letter to the Attorney General 


the committee said: 
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“Since July 1943, when the executive board of the Congress of Industrial 
Organizations set up the Political Action Committee, we have had that com- 
mittee under investigation. On March 29, 1944, our committee filed with the 
House a report on the Political Action Committee, which emphasized the Com- 
munist domination of the organization through many of its officers and leaders 
who had extensive records of Communist activity. The report also brought out 
the fact that the pattern of the Political Action Committee was cut by the Com- 
munist Party of the United States. Since that time the Communist Party has 
dissolved itself as a political party and has reappeared as the Communist 
Political Association, merging its activities with those of the Political Action 
Committee, which, under the leadership of Mr. Sidney Hillman has taken con- 
trol of the American Labor Party in New York.” 

On page 10 of this document we find the following statement by committee 
counsel : 

“On June 14, 1944, the CIO Political Action Committee changed its name and 
broadended its scope and became the National Citizens Political Action Com 
mittee. This action was taken in order that it might circumvent the provisions 
of the Smith-Connally Act. Shortly after the formation of this new committee 
Mr. Hillman released the names of the 141 individuals who comprised the national 
committee of the organization. This list has been checked against the files of 
our committee and another Government agency and it reveals that of the 141 
members, over SO percent have had affiliations with the Communist Party or its 
front organizations during the past 10 years. 

“Some of the members of this national committee are well-known members of 
the Communist Party. Others have followed with strict adherence the Com- 
munist Party line throughout its devious course. As a matter of fact, if the 
committee will examine the detailed record of the 80 percent referred to, which 
will be submitted in detail in the hearing, you will find that a majority of the 
members of the NCPAC also formed the front names for many of the Communist 
fronts which have been established by the Communists during recent years.’ 

Again on page 121 of this document: 

“Mr. MATTHEWs. Mr. Chairman, you have before you a tabulation of various 
Communist-front organizations and the names of members of the National 
Citizens Political Action Committee who have been affiliated with these various 
fronts. Inasmuch as the list of Communist-front organizations is a very extended 
one it has been divided into categories, 11 in number. 

a * * » * * * 

“All together there are 245 Communist-front or Communist-controlled organ- 
izations named in these 11 categories.” 

The Campaign Expenditures Committee of the House under the chairmanship 
of the now Senator Clinton P. Anderson of New Mexico held hearings commence 
ing on August 28, 1944, which also went into the organization of CIO-PAC. The 
first witness was Sidney Hillman. He was accompanied by John Abt, counsel, 


ind C, B. Baldwin, assistant chairman, CIO-PAC and NCPAC both of whom also 
testified (p. 3, hearings on H. Res, 551). 

John Abt also appeared as counsel to CIO-PAC in the Senate hearings cor 
ducted by a predecessor of this committee, chaired by Senator Green, in 1944 
which investigated a phase of PAC’s campaign against me in 1944. I have offered 
the report of that Senate committee as a previous exhibit. 

Testifying before the House Un-American Activities Committee on August 28, 
1950, Lee Pressman identified this same John Abt as having been a member of a 
Communist cell with him (Pressman). I offer an article from the New York 
Times of August 29, 1950, describing the Pressman testimony. 

Lee Pressman was the first general counsel of CIO-PAC and held the same 
position in the CIO itself for many years. (See p. 45, H. Rept. No. 1311, 78th 
Cong.. 2d sess. ) . 

So both the first general counsel, Lee Pressman, and the succeeding genera! 
counsel of CIO-PAC, John Abt, are identified as former Communists 

The organization of CIO-PAC, its original sponsors, officers, and most active 
participants are described in the earlier House committee report (H. R. 1311, 
iSth Cong., 2d sess. ). 

Thus, on page 10: 

On July 7, 1948, the CIO executive board, acting in the name of the entire 
Congress of Industrial Organizations, set up the CTO Political Action Committee 
The CTO, as a whole, obviously bears full responsibility for this committee which 
was created by its executive board. 
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“Philip Murray, national president of the Congress of Industrial Organiza 
tions, appointed the following members of the CIO Political Action Committee : 

“Sidney Hillman, chairman; R. J. Thomas, secretary; Albert J. Fitzgerald ; 
David J. McDonald; and Sherman H. Dalrymple.” 

And on page 12: 

“The CIO executive board, the body which officially launched the C1O Political 
Action Committee on July 7, 1948, is composed of the CIO's president, secretary 
treasurer, 9 vice presidents, and 88 other leaders of its affiliated unions, Out of 
these 49 executive board members, the following who are now serving have 
notorious Communist records : 

“Lewis Alan Berne, Donald Henderson, Joseph P. Sally, Julius Emspak, Grant 
W. Oakes, Eleanor Nelson, Joseph F. Jurich, Ben Gold, Morris Muster, Harry 
R. Bridges, Ferdinand C. Smith, Lewis Merrill, Abram Flaxer, Michael J. Quill, 
Joseph Curran, Reid Robinson, E. F. Burke, Frank R. McGrath. 

“The foregoing 18 individuals who are leaders in the CIO Political Action 
Committee are not the only members of the CLO executive board who have had 
affiliations with Communist-front organizations, but they are the ones whose 
records are such that they indicate complete subservience to the Communist 
Party line, regardless of the ways in which that line nay change. The United 
States Civil Service Commission has provided one of the best definitions of a 
Communist as a person ‘who follows the Communist Party line through one or 
more changes.’ On the basis of that definition, all of the 1S listed above are 
Communists.” 

John’ L. Lewis, who, with Sidney Hillman, created the CIO in 1937, had this 
to say on February 29, 1944: 

“When I was organizing the ClO, we picked up a lot of Communists in one 
unit after another as we grew—including Harry Bridges. But if I had not 
resigned the chairmanship and left the CIO in 1940, I can tell you that Com 
munists would have been weeded out of the CLO long before now.  Lnstead, as 
anyone might expect who have seen them throw their weight around inside 
labor organizations, the Communists dominate the CIO today. Philip Murray 
is today the prisoner of the Communists in his own union. They control him 
and the CIO through their seats on his executive committee. Sidney Hillman 
is just as badly off. Both of them have got to play ball with the Communists 
now or die.” (See New York Times, February 20, 1944.) 

I have never referred to Sidney Hillman as a Communist In the Buelid 
speech 1 did describe his background, his activities immediately after coming 
to this country, and his Communist associates in the CLO-PAC and in the ClO 

House Report 1511 devotes an entire chapter to Hillman. On page 73 

“The Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America was organized in 1914, and 
Sidney Hillman at the age of 27 became its first president, a position which he has 
held ever since. None questions that he is the all-powerful dictator of his 
union.’ 

On page 74: 

“Hillman went to Russia in 1922 and radioed back to his union in the United 
States that he had ‘had long conference with Lenin who guaranteed Soviet sup 
port.’ The full text of the rediogram is as follows: 

“AMALGEO, N. Y 

“Signed contract guarantees investment and minimum S percent dividend 
also banking contract permitting to take charge of delivery of money at lowest 
rate. Make immediate arrangements for transmission of money. Had long 
conference with Lenin who guaranteed Soviet support, 

“HILLMAN. 


“The fifth biennial convention of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers. of 


America, held in Chicago, Iil., May 8-138, 1922, received enthusiastic congratula 
tions from Russia and replied in the same tone. The message from Russia 


dated Moscow, June 27, 1921, was signed by W. Z. Foster (for many years the 
national chairman of the Communist Party) and read in part as follows: 
‘The defeat of the employers is the natural result of the splendid spirit o 
the Amalgamated. Many times in my recent tour speaking to your unions, | 
marveled at this glowing spirit But since coming to this country I marvel m 
longer. It is the spirit of the Russian revolution, the spirit that will lead the 
worker to emancipation.’ 
“The foregoing message from William Z. Foster was read to the convention 
of the Amalgamated and then printed in the convention's proceedings (p. 120) 
The message sent to Russia was in the form of a resolution introduced by Jacl 
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Kroll (now director of region V of the C1O Political Action Committee), and 
read in part as follows: 

“*This convention voted to organize a large corporation for the purpose of 
helping Russia on a large scale to reconstruct her economic life. 

“*We thank you heartily for your inspiring message.’ ”’ 

Jack Kroll later succeeded Hillman as chairman of CIO-PAC and actively 
directed the PAC campaign against me. 

Bulletins numbered 176 and 177, National Republic Lettergram, both sub 
stantiate and supplement the House committee report on Sidney Hillman. ‘This 
ettergram is published by Walton S. Steele, 511 Eleventh Street NW., Washing 
ton, LD. C., who has been a witness before numerous congressional committees 
testifying on the subject of communism. 

Bulletin No. 176 reports Hillman’s entry into the United States in 1907 at the 
ge of 20, his short periods of employment with Sears-Roebuck and Hart, Schaft 
ner & Marx where he soon organized a strike which spread to 41,000 employees in 
the garment industry. It outlines his frequent trips to Moscow, conferences with 
Lenin, association with William Z. Foster, and his successful organization of 
he Amalgamated Clothing Workers Union. 

Bulletin No. 177 further describes the 1922 convention of Amalgamated, the 
singing of the Internationale, and the introduction of William Z. Foster. 

I offer these bulletins in evidence. 

May I say, Mr. Moore has the exhibits that are supposed to go with 
this. There were, I think, five. 

Senator HenninNGs. Just a minute, Mr. Martin. Do 1 take it that 
you are offering these ? 

Mr. Martin. No. I am reading the statement as prepared. 

Senator Henninos. You are reading from Senator Taft’s state- 
ment. Are you, on his behalf, now, undertaking to offer these / 

Mr. Martin. I was just trying to keep the thing in chronological 
order, and I thought that I should mention that Mr. Moore had them. 
It was prepared in the first person. 

Senator Hennines. But you are not undertaking at this time to 
offer them on your own behalf? 

Mr. Martin. No. I did not prepare the document. 

Senator Hennings. Very well. Please proceed. 

Mr. Moore. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the documents to which 
he referred should probably be marked for identification as exhibits 
Nos. 123, 124, and 125. 

Senator Hennrineos. They will be so marked, but not at this time 
made a part of the record. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 123, 
124, and 125,” respectively, and will be found in the files of the sub 
committee. ) 

Senator Monroney. I would like to have the date, if possible, on 
these lettergrams. They do not show on the Republic Lettergram. 

Mr. Moors. Can the dates be obtained, Mr. Martin, and supplied 
for the record, the dates being the date for National Republic Letter- 
grams, Bulletins Nos. 176, 177, and 180? 

Mr. Martin. I will do my best to ascertain whether they can. If 
they can, I certainly shall. [Continuing :] 

Soon after the organization of the CLO-PAC a series of regional meetings were 
held in various cities. The House Report 1311 describes the New York con- 
ferences of January 14-15, 1944: 

“The following Communists participated as speakers in the conference of 
January 14-15: Donald Henderson, Reid Robinson, Julius Emspak, Grant W. 
Oakes, Michael J. Quill, Joseph Curran, Lewis Merrill, Ruth Young, and Ferdi 
nand C. Smith. The Communist records of each of the foregoing persons is 
discussed in some detail in this report” (p, 84). 

The meeting in Michigan at which Harry Bridges was the leader is described 


on page 82. 
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Senator Monroney. Can you give the date of that, too? That does 
not seem to be dated. 

Mr. Martin. I shall be glad to. 

Senator Monroney. I think it is highly important to identify dates 
in this matter, because most of those that are quoted seem to be quotes 
of 1944. 

Mr. Martin. I shall be glad to get them dated for you, Senator, if at 
all possible. [Continuing :] 















































“Two HUNDRED MICHIGAN LEADERS Honor HArkyY BRIDGES 





“Derroir, Micu., February 27.—More than 200 prominent leaders from all 
walks of life attended a luncheon given in honor of Harry Bridges by the Wayne 
County CIO Council, at the Book Cadillac Hotel here Friday, February 18. 

“Bridges, victim of a disgraceful Red-hunt by the Department of Immigra- 
tion under Attorney General Francis Biddle’s direction, is fighting deportation 
proceedings which have rallied the Nation’s labor and progressive movement 
to his side. He has twice been cleared in Government hearings but Biddle, never- 
theless, has continued steps to deport this outstanding CIO leader and one of the 
most inspiring war figures in the country.” 

The Kansas City meeting is also described on page 32 and the report states 
that Hillman, who led the meeting, was accompanied by John Abt, general coun- 
sel, and C. B. Baldwin, assistant chairman. 

During 1950 a number of those persons mentioned above as having been most 
active in the formation and early activities of the CIO-PAC were expelled from 
the CIO together with unions which they headed. Those expelled were: 

Harry Bridges, Longshoremen’s Union 

Reid Robinson, Mine, Mill & Smelter Workers 

Donald Henderson, Food, Tobacco & Agricultural Workers 
Ben Gold, Fur Workers 

Grant Oakes, Farm Equipment Workers 

Lewis Merrill, Office & Professional Workers 

Abraham Flaxer, United Public Workers 

Joseph Selly, American Communications Association 
Julius Emspak, United Electrical Workers 

The CIO also considered the expulsion of the United Furniture Workers but 
charges were dropped after that union had kicked out Morris Muster, its presi 
dent. (See Senate Subcommittee on Labor and Labor-Management Relations 
report, dated October 1, 1951, S. Doc. No. 89.) 

House Report 13811 compares a 1944 CIO-PAC political tactic with one used 
by the Communist Party. On page 35— 


Senator Monroney. What is the date of that report, do you know ? 
Mr. Martin. I really don’t, Senator, but I will be glad to get it. 


“One of the methods by which the CLO Political Action Committee is at pres- 
ent carrying out is attack upon the Congress of the United States is the use of a 
chart which shows how the Members of the House of Representatives have voted 
on 20 measures. 

+ * + = * + * 


“But the important fact about the voting chart which is now in use by the 
CIO Political Action Committee is that it is absolutely identical with the voting 
chart now being used by the Communist Party for the same purpose. Both 
groups have selected the Same 20 measures for passing judgment upon Members 
of Congress. In other words, the political views and philosophy of the Com- 
munist Party and the CIO Political Action Committee coincide in every detail. 
The Communist Party’s judgment for or against a Member of Congress is based 
upon grounds which are absolutely identical with the grounds used by the 
CIO Political Action Committee in deciding for or against a Member.’ 

The last two pages of my Euclid speech were devoted to a discussion of the 
organization of NCPAC schools for political action in preparation for the 1946 
elections. 

Bulletin No. 180 of the National Republic Lettergram describes the orguni- 
zation of a 15-week course entitled “‘Labor’s Political Program Today” at the 
California Labor School and mentions that similar classes are being held in 
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Chicago, Detroit, Cleveland, Philadelphia, Boston, New York, and elsewhere. 
On June 26—29, 1946, the NCPAC conducted a school, School of Political Action 


Techniques, in Washington, D. C. C. B. Baldwin, mentioned earlier as the vice 


chairman, CIO-PAC, is listed as director of this school. Also listed as among 
the faculty is John Abt, described as general counsel, National Citizens PAC. 
\fter the 1946 elections both Baldwin and Abt moved on to organize the Pro- 
gressive Party for the 1948 elections. 

I now offer a copy of the catalog for this school for the record 

I also offer a report prepared by one who attended the Washington school 
as a student. 

Senator Hrenninas. The counsel has those exhibits ? 

Mr. Moore. That is mght, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hennines. They will be marked for identification but not 
made a part of the record at this time. 

Mr. Moore. The appropriate exhibit numbers are 126 and 127. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits 126 and 127” 
for identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, it appears that exhibit No. 127, the re- 
port on that, the Citizens Political Action Committee, School of Polit- 
ical Action ‘Techniques, is undated, and apparently the authorship 
of it is not indicated. 

Mr. Martin. Which one is it? 

Senator Hennincs. You may examine these after the hearing and 
supply such dates as you can, Mr. Martin, for the benefit of the counsel 
and the committee. Please proceed, sir. 

Mr. Martin. That isthe end of the statement. 

Senator Hennines. The Chair assumes that since this is not your 
document, which you have just read, obviously you would not care 
to be examined upon it. 

Mr. Martin. No. I haven't read it before. 

Senator Hennings. | also feel equally sure the committee would 
not care to examine you upon it. Am I right? Do you have any 
questions, Senator / 

Senator Monronery. No. I would like to suggest, however. that 
Senator Taft be given a copy of this at the earliest possible time and 
supply this committee with a letter from him stating that he author- 
ized this statement, which has been done orally, of course, and that he 
would be willing to stand on it under oath. 

Mr. Martin. All right. 

Senator HENNINGs. It is the Chair’s understanding that Mr. Martin 
was to communicate with the Senator this evening and that he would 
obtain from the Senator some verification or authentication of the 
supplemental report just read. 

Mr. Martin. Cas: sir. 

Senator Hennines. And it is further indicated by Senator Mon- 
roney—in which I take it the committee concurs—that there be some 
expression from the Senator, if he cares to make it, as to whether or 
not he is willing to appear before the committee and under oath at 
test that this is in truth and in fact his statement and one that he will 
make and has asked to have made before this committee. 

Mr. Martin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henninos. And that that will, of course, include such 
examination of the Senator as may be indicated or desired by the 
committee. 


Mr. Martin. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Henninos. Is that clear now? Is that all, Mr. Martin? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. Am I excused ? 

Senator Hennines. You may be excused, sir. 

(The following letter from Mr. Martin was ordered to be inserted 
in the record at this point at a meeting of the subcommittee held Feb- 
ruary 8, 1952:) 

DECEMBER 1, 1951. 
Hon. Guy M. GIL_etre, 


United States Senate Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections, 
Washington 25, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR GILLETTE: During my reading of Senator Taft’s supplemental 
statement on Wednesday, November 28, 1951, before your committee, 1 was 
asked to supply certain additional information. 

On page 588 of the transcript, I was asked to supply the date of the three 
National Republic Lettergrams. The publisher has informed us that Bulletin 
176 was issued in February 1947, Bulletin 177 in March 1947, and Bulletin 180 
in June 1947. Also, with respect to these bulletins, the transcript on page 588 
shows their publisher as Walton 8. Steele. The correct name is Walter 8. Steele. 

The date of the Michigan meeting requested on page 588 of the transcript is 
February 27, 1944. 

The date of House Report 1311, requested on page 590 of the transcript, is 
March 29, 1944. 

The author of the exhibit offered on page 593 of the transcript is Miss Ruth 
Kean, 1489 Euclid Street NW., Washington, D. C. It was written within a few 
weeks after the conference closed on June 29, 1946. 

Sincerely yours, 
I, JACK MARTIN, 
Administrative Assistant to Senator Robert A. Taft. 

Senator Hennines. Now, the time for adjournment is approach- 
ing. Mr. Clayman, I take it that you want to make a very short 
statement at his time. 

Mr. CraymMAn. Very short and I want to get a plane back home, if 
you please. 

Senator Hennines. And you might want to make another state- 
ment at some other time, or do you believe you could make the entire 
statement in a short space of time? 

Mr. Ctayman. I will do that. 

Senator Smiru. Of course, Mr. Clayman will be given the same 
right as others to make any statement he wants to make for the record 
later on. 

Senator Hennines. Without objection, he will be accorded the 
same right to make any additional statement as he cares to make. 

Mr. CraymMan. That is, a written statement rather than an ap- 
pearance in person? What is the routine? 

Senator Monronery. Either way. 

Senator Henninos. I think that is optional, Mr. Clayman. You 
may either make it as a written statement or appear again and make 
it under oath. 

Mr. CLaymMan. If a written statement is permissible—— 

Senator Hennings. The committee, after all, is the sole judge of 
the weight of the evidence and the credibility of the witnesses, and if 
you care to make a written statement to supplement what you may 
have to say at this time—I want to say to youn, Mr. Clayman, that the 
desire of the committee to adjourn at the hour of 5 o’clock does not 
mean, I am sure, the committee intends to go home. We have manv 
matters awaiting in our offices. 
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Mr. CLiayMan. I appreciate the courtesy of the committee and will 
not impose upon the committee. 
Senator Henninss. We will be glad to give you the time you need 
tonight. Please proceed, 


TESTIMONY OF JACOB CLAYMAN—Resumed 


Mr. CtaymMan. Apropos of the written statement, is it permissible 
to request that the statement be inserted approximately at this stage 
in the testimony so that it may follow the allegation of Mr. Taft? 

Senator Hennings. I think, without so requesting it, as a matter 
of course, your statement will appear at this point in the record, Mr. 
Clayman. 

Mr. CLayman. Thank you. I just have a quick word. 

Senator SMITH. In order to make the record clear, may Il so move, 
Viv. Chairman / 

Senator Hennines. The Chair will be glad to entertain the motion. 
| take it, without objection, I assume that the record will certainly 
how the chronology of these statements, and oby iously this statement 
being made now will follow the statement just read, 

Senator Smiru. | mean the written statement he is talking about. 
| was quite anxious not to have Mr. Clayman feel hurried and that if 
he is going to give us a written statement, it should follow his oral 
statement. 

Senator Henninas. Yes, lam sorry I didn’t understand. Relating 
to any W ritten statements yeu care to make, it w ill. ot course, appear 
at this point in the record, Without objection, the reporter will so 
note, 

Mr. CuayMan. Thank vou. 

I quickly waht to pont out the kind of strange procedure Mr. Taft’s 
office has gyrated through in the introduction of this statement. It 
shows how hghtly apparently serious charges of communism are made 

n his behalf, and I assume for him. 

I would assume, if IT may suggest, that if there were a true apprecia- 
tion of the serious nature of this kind of charge, maligning among 
others the memory of Sidney Hillman, 1 would suggest that it would 
not have been made and should not have been made in the kind of 

isual Way that it has been made by the Taft office. 

I would suggest further that this is another evidence of the pat 
tern of smear that Mr. Taft followed during the campaign. 

| would suggest that, 1 would repeat and underscore the allegation 
{ made in my formal testimony that Mr. Taft would run a pretty 
close race with Mr. MeCarthy, and I am not sure which one would 
come home first. 

lL would suggest further that this statement is a malicious one, it 

an old chestnut, it is the repetition, constant repetition, of old 
charges. I would suggest that it is a foul canard. 

I don’t think it would help anybody except ease my own emotions 
by making further allegations along these lines to you. They would 
simply be my repetition, and T say this earnestly. It amazes me, 
amazes me, not simply as a CIO member, but as a citizen, because 
you see, | am both, that a man of the alleged integrity. a man of the 
alleged sincerity, aman of the alleged intelligence of Mr. Pere: who 
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aspires to the highest office in our country, can resort to this kind of 
vilification and do it so e: asily, offhand, by apparently a telephone call: 
Will one of the boys in the office get out a statement ? 

Well, Iam through with just one more point, that I want to make, 
that is not apropos to answering this supplementary statement. 

I did not ask for the introduction in testimony of a copy of a letter 
from the Ohio voters, which was sent to hotel keepers in Ohio, per- 
taining to the minimum-wage situation. I assume automatically that 
material is not in the record. If not, may I ask that it be, if it is 
proper. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, it may be that we have a copy of this 
letter. If there is no objection on the part of the committee, I move 
that it be incorporated in the record at this point. 

Senator Hennines. You have a copy ? 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. CLayMan. A copy was submitted to the staff. 

Senator Hrennrinos. Is there objection to the incorporation of this 
material at this point / 

(No response.) 

Senator Hennings. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. Moore. That will appear in the record, then, Mr. Chairman, as 
exhibit No. 128. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 128” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Before the witness is excused, there are some addi- 
tional documents which I would like to have marked “Exhibits Nos. 
129, 130, and 131,” exhibit No. 129 constituting a series of news re- 
leases from the Ohio CIO Council, 218 East State Street, Columbus 
15, Ohio; the next exhibit constituting a copy of the Ohio State News 
for Saturday, November 4, 1950; and the third being two copies of 
union advertisements appearing in Ohio newspapers. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 129, 
130, and 131,” respectively, for identification, and will be found in the 
files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hennrnos. Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have time for two or three questions ? 

Mr. Ciayman. I have time, if you have. 

Senator Monroney. We have time, but we do not want to make you 
miss your plane. But I think it is highly important. 

Mr. CrayMan. I got a later reservy vation, at 6: 45. 

Senator Monroney. This should be developed so that you will not 
feel that you have been cut off without adequate time to answer. 

The CIO in Ohio, particularly, I understand it, has been very 
vigorous in its anti-Communist drive to clean out all CIO union Com- 
munists that had come into the organization at an earlier date. 

Mr. CLayMan. To my knowledge, there has never—there is not a 
known Communist in our organization. 

Senator Monronry. That drive dates back to when? 

Mr. Ciayman. That drive dates back to the days even before the 
expulsion of the UE and other unions of that sort. 
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Senator Monroney. In Senator Taft’s supplemental statement, he 
quotes 1950, I believe, as the date, and says: 

During 1950 a number of those persons mentioned above as having been 
most active in the formation and early activities of the CIO-PAC were expelled 
from the CIO together with unions which they headed. 

And it lists the names. 

Is that 1950 a correct date, or did it go back before that in there? 
At least the fight on these men was going on before that date, I believe. 

Mr. CtayMan. Let me ask this, if this is proper. My domain has 
been in Ohio. Iam one of the boys back in the field. And so I was 
not in a council of the CIO when these problems were occurring on 
the national level. And that has reference to national problems. If 
it is proper, Mr. Tom Harris of our national CIO, who is sitting be- 
side me now, has intimate knowledge of that situation, and undoubtedly 
can give youa clearer picture of the situation than I. 

Senator Monroney. Could he be sworn? 

Senator Hennincs. Do you want to go on? 

Is there any objection to having Mr. Harris testify at this time? 

(No response. a 

Senator Henn . Will you please rise, sir, and raise your right 
hand, Mr. Harris? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give in 
this matter before the committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 


Mr. Harris. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS E. HARRIS, ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL, 
CIO, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Senator Hennincs. Will you give your name and address and 
affiliation to the reporter for the record ? 
Mr. Harris. Thomas E. Harris, assistant general counsel, CIO, 
Washington, D.C. The CIO office is 718 Jackson Place NW. 
Senator HenninGs. Thank you, sir. 
Senator Monroney. Could you give the committee any information 
regarding my question as to the contents of the Taft supplemental 
statement on page 8 that, “During 1950 a number of those persons 
mentioned above as having been most active in the formation and 
early activities of the C 10-PAC were e xpelled from the CIO together 
with unions which they headed”? 
Mr. Harris. Yes, Senator. The first two expulsions were in 1949, 
that of the electrical workers and of the farm-equipment workers. 
The other unions listed here were expelled during 1950. Apart 
from this mistake in date as to two of the unions, the assertion that 
the individuals listed headed these unions is incorrect in at least four 
cases, 
Reid Robinson was not he president of the Mine Mill, and Smelter 
workers. The president was John Clark. 
Lewis Merrill has had no connection with the office and professional] 
Ss kers, at least since 1948, when my association with the CIO began. 
Its president at the time it was expelled was named Durkin, I believe 
James Durkin. 
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Emspak has never been president of the Electrical Workers. Its 
president is Fitzgerald, I believe. , 

Morris Muster was never president of the Furniture Workers. Its 
president was and is Morris Pizer. I do not know who Muster is. 
I never heard of him. 

So we find right here from this one paragraph some six errors on 
statements of fact which might easily have been checked. I say 
“might easily have been che cked” because the facts are correctly set 
out in the Senate Document 89 which is referred to on the middle 
of page 9. 

Now that, to me, indicates that this document was prepared with 
great haste, great carelessness, and no proper sense of responsibility, 
as the very document referred to correctly sets out the facts. 

Senator Monroney. So far as you know, there were no known Com- 
munists active in the direction of the PAC campaign in Ohio this last 
year? 

Mr. CirayMan. IT can answer that question; yes, I do know; there 
were no Communists in our organization in PAC this past year. 

Senator Hennrnes. Mr. Clayman, the Un-American Activities of 
the House in 1944 was also known as the Dies committee 4 Was that 
the same group / 

Mr. Ctayman. That is my memory, sir, that it was known as the 
Dies committee. It established a record, in the main, as I see it, 
of one of irresponsibility. 

Senator Hennings. 1 notice in many of these broadside attacks 
emanating from various sources in recent years that the so-called Un 
American Activities of the House of 1944 is often cited as high 
authority. That is the Dies committee, so-called / 

Mr. Ciayman. That is the Dies committee, sir. 

Senator Hennings. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Were any of the people referred to in this 
statement, this supplemental statement, by name, interested in any 
degree in the campaign in Ohio this last year 4 

Mr. CLaymMan. Yes—in the entire statement, or on page 

Senator Monroney. I was covering the whole thing. Let us take 
page 9 first. 

Mr. CrayMan. None of those people were interested in the Olio 
campaign. 

Senator Monroney. Absolutely no contact whatever / 

Mr. Crayman. None. Incidentally, the Communist Party, vou 
know, did not take a position inthe campaign. They neither endorsed 
Mr. Ferguson nor Mr. Taft. They let their membership | go the way 
they desired, and the presumption is that apparently it was equally 
proper to vote for Mr. Taft as it was for Mr. Ferguson. 

Senator Monroney. Were there any others mentioned in this sup 
plemental statement that were connected with the campaign in Ohio‘ 

Mr. Cuayman. Yes. Mr. Jack Kroll is the only one mentioned. | 
don’t know what Mr. Taft is prepared to eall Mr. Kroll. I am pre 
pared to say that if he does, he lies. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any comment to make on the ma- 
terial at the bottom of page 5? 

Mr. CrayMan. The last paragraph / 
Senator Monroney. Yes. 


(y/ 
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Mr. CrayMan. I think, as I recall, Mr. Taft did not say plainly, 
bluntly, frankly that Mr. Hillman was a Communist. 

He did say the kind of things he says in this statement, where he 
was born, when he came to this country, organizing a strike, frequent 
trips to Moscow, all that sort of thing. 

That is the type of approach he has been using, and plainly, clearly, 
obviously intending to at least infer or at least leave the implication 
in people’s minds that Mr. Hillman was a Communist, but he doesn't 
say it bluntly. 

Senator Monroney. In other words, in your opinion, then, one of 
the weapons or pattern used in the Taft campaign in Ohio was the 
attempt to associate the labor support, particularly PAC-CLO sup 
port, with a Communist tag ¢ 

Mr. Crayman. Eaxctly. 

Senator HENNINGs. Senator Smith, any questions? Mr. Clayman, 
we wre sorry to detain you. We appreciate your staving. 

Mr. Crayman. And I appreciate the committee’s courtesy. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you for your cooperation in helping 
with the work of this committee, and you also, Mr. Harris. Thank 
you. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, may I just get this into the record ? 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to express the belief that the giving of 
the statement by the staff to others than the members of the com 
mittee was inadvertence rather than intentional on the part of the 
staff. I think it is quite clear, but I would like it as a part of the 
record, 

Senator Hennings. I think certainly all the committee realizes that. 

Mr. CLAYMAN. I feel better about that. 

Senator Siri. It Wats Just one of those things. 

Senator Henninos. The hearing is now adjourned until 10 o'clock 
tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 5:05 p. m., the mega recessed, to reconvene 
at L0a.m., Thursday, November 29, 1951. 

(The following memor: andum was cea on Ji anuary 16, 1952 
by Mr. Clayman and was ordered to be inserted in the record at this 
point at a meeting of the subcommittee held on February 8, 1952 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENT OF JACOB CLAYMAN, SECRETARY-TREASURER OF THE OHIO 
CIO-PAC 


I submit the following statement concerning the supplemental statement of 
Senator Robert A. Taft, which was filed with the Senate Subcommittee on 
Privileges and Elections on November 28, 1951, in accordance with the permis- 
sion granted me by the chairman on that date 

At that time I made oral comment on the statement and noted the glaring in 
recuracies that were apparent on even a casual reading. The following state 
ment is based on a more careful study of the document, 


I 


It should be noted, in the first instance, that, as the record will show, the title 
in itself is misleading. The statement, though listed as that of Senator Robert 
A. Taft, was not prepared by him nor was it even read by him prior to its pres 
entation to the Senate committee. It was prepared, according to the testi 
mony of Mr. 1. Jack Martin, Mr. Taft's administrative assistant, by one Thomas 
Shrover who was identified as a professional member of the staff of the Senate 
Labor and Welfare Committee. 
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In point of fact, Mr. Shroyer was an active campaigner for Senator Taft dur- 
ing the 1950 election (see exhibit 127—A, attached photostat of clipping from 
Akron Beacon-Journal, dated October 11, 1950). His qualifications as an “expert” 
on the aims and ideology of CIO-PAC are extremely tenuous. 


II 


On the first page of the supplemental statement of Senator Taft it is stated: 

“The statements made by me with respect to the communistic origins of CIO- 
PAC could be documented in full merely by reference to congressional hearings 
and reports. The CIO-PAC has been extensively investigated by at least four 
congressional committees. Other congressional committees have dealt with 
phases of its activities. 

“The most complete report is that of the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee on March 29, 1944, containing 215 printed pages (H. Rept. No. 1311, 78th 
Cong., 2d sess.).” 

The truth of the matter is that there has never been a congressional investi- 
gation of “the communistie origins of CIO-PAC.” The report referred to was 
issued by the so-called Dies committee without any hearings of any character 
and was a completely ex parte document full of the same kind of unsupported 
allegations and tortured deductions which characterized reports of that com- 
mittee and led to the widespread demand for its reform. 

The other “investigations” to which reference is made by Senator Taft were 
hearings before Senate and House campaign expenditures committees in 1944 
and 1946 at which representatives of many other groups appeared. In no in- 
stance was the inquiry directed, as the statement by Senator Taft implies, to 
the “communistic origins” of CIO-PAC. 


III 


Reference is made on the first page of the statement prepared for Senator 
Taft to a “177-page committee print on a later investigation of C1O-PAC in 1944.” 
No other identification of this document is given other than that it was prepared 
by “the same special committee,” presumably the so-called Dies committee. The 
statement proceeds then to quote extensively from this vaguely identified doc- 
ument. 

A diligent search has been made for this document, but I have been unable to 
locate it. I call the attention of the Senate subcommittee to the fact that it does 
not appear in the official index II to publications of Special Committee on 
Un-American Activities (Dies committee) and the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, 1942 to 1947, inclusive, published by the Committee on Un-American 
Activities in 1948. 

I do not know whether the document quoted is in existence. It is apparent, 
however, that the document has no official status of any kind, was never accepted 
by the committee, and cannot be considered as evidence which has any weight 
whatsoever. 


IV 


Page 3 of the statement attributed to Senator Taft refers to hearings held 
before the House Campaign Expenditures Committee on August 28, 1944, on 
House Resolution 551, and notes that John Abt appears on the record as counsel 
to Mr. Sidney Hillman, then chairman of the CLO Political Action Committee 
and the National Citizens Political Action Committee. 

John Abt, it is alleged, was a member of a Communist cell with Lee Pressman. 
There is no indication that John Abt was at that time a member of the Com- 
munist Party, nor is there any indication or suspicion of an indication that John 
Abt in any way influenced the policy of the CIO Political Action Committee or 
the National Citizens Political Action Committee. 

The opening statement of Mr. Hillman before that committee is pertinent. 
He said in part: 

“Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we are happy to appear here 
today in response to your request. 

“We believe that any political organization that invites the confidence and 
solicits the support of the American people owes them a full and frank dis- 
closure of its objectives, its methods of operation, the source of its funds, and 
the nature of its contributions and expenditures. 

“Acting on that conviction, the committees which I represent have endeavored 
to keep the public and all authorized agencies of the Federal Government fully 
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informed of our activities. We have made our purposes, our program, and our 
finances matters of public record. On two separate occasions we have opened all 
of our records and files to the Federal Bureau of Investigation for its examina- 
tion. We have transmitted copies of our publications and our important press 
releases to each Member of Congress. We have appeared before the Senate Com- 
mittee on Campaign Expenditures. And today we appear before your committee 
with all the information you may request. 

“I know of no other political organization which has so consistently conducted 
its affairs in the light of day or so fully cooperated in furnishing the appropriate 
agencies of government with information. It is perhaps too much to hope that 
the policy which we have adopted will set a precedent which other committees 
will follow. But if by happy chance that should prove to be the case, then—if 
we accomplish nothing else—we will have made an outstanding contribution to 
the conduct of American politics.” 

Further in his statement Mr. Hillman noted that “it has been suggested that 
the participation of organized labor in politics is an alien practice inconsistent 
with American concepts of the democratic process.” 

He replied: “Nothing could be further from the truth. 

“Organizations of men and women, united by a common interest for the advance- 
ment of their own and the general welfare through political action are as old 
us our Nation. The most casual study of our history discloses that organizations 
of workers, like organizations of farmers and businessmen, have long been con- 
cerned with and have actively participated in politics. The activity of such 
groups in shaping the course of their government is essential to the functioning 
of our democracy. 

“Experience early taught organized labor that it cannot discharge its obliga- 
tions to protect and promote the welfare of its members as workers and citizens 
through the processes of collective bargaining alone. The struggles of labor 
on the economic front have always been interwoven with its efforts in the political 
field for social legislation to protect the immediate economic interests of its 
members as well as in such broader fields as education, public health, taxation, 
and business regulation. 

“Labor's participation in political activity has grown with the growth of the 
organized labor movement itself. Moreover, our national experience since 1929, 
has served to teach labor and all Americans that in this complex, modern indus 
trial society of ours, the national well-being is increasingly dependent upon the 
wise and progressive exercise of the powers of government.” 


Vv 


The Taft statement, on page 4, returns to the report of the so-called Dies com- 
mittee, it being the well-spring of inspiration for the attack directed at the 
CIO-PAC. It cites the fact that on July 7, 1948, the CIO-PAC was established 
by the CIO executive board and charges that of the 49 executive members, 18, by 
the standards of the Dies committee, have records which “indicate complete 
subservience to the Communist Party line. * * * These 18 individuals are 
then referred to as “leaders in the CIO Political Action Committee.” 

Co adduce the character of CIO-PAC whose leaders are not challenged, from 
the alleged character of a small minority of the ClO executive board which 
approved the recommendation of the CIO president—and the record does not 
disclose whether or not the minority approved or disapproved the action—and 
then to ascribe that character to CIO—-PAC 7 vears later is to indulge in reason- 
ing that staggers the imagination. 

The fact is that the 18 named in the statement were in no sense “leaders” 
of the CIO-PAC, Not one of them was a member of the CIO-PAC (H. Rept. 1311 
omits the name of Van A. Bittner who was named a member of the committee 
together with Hillman, R. J. Thomas, Sherman Dalrymple, Albert Fitzgerald, 
and David J. MeDonald as an alternate for Bittner) and the extent of their 
“influence” may be measured from the fact that they were strikingly unsuccess- 
ful in 1948 when they sought to swing CIO support to the Presidential candidacy 
of Henry Wallace. 

Yet the fiction is maintained that because 18 individuals participated as a 
minority in a decision taken in 1943, the CLO—PAC in 1950 was in some mysterious 
fashion guided by their alleged ideology. 


vI 


Page 6 and a portion of page 7 of the Taft statement deals with a portion of 
the history of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America. So garbled is 








228 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


this extract and so carefully are the partial quotations ripped from their context 
that it can only be concluded that the researcher was motivated by evil intent 
or was guilty of inexcusable disregard of the plain facts. 

A radiogram from Mr. Sidney Hillman to his organization, the Amalgamated 
Clothing Workers, is quoted as if it proved the Soviet Union was financially sup 
porting the Amalgamated Clothing Workers. 

No date for the radiogram is given nor is the source or authenticity of it in 
any way indicated, either in House Report 1311 or the statement submitted to the 
Senate subcommittee. The House report states (but the Taft satement does 
not): 

“The subject of the foregoing radiogram was the Russian-American Industrial 
Corporation of which Sidney Hillman was president and whose purpose was the 
operation of the textile and clothing industry in Russia.” 

In 1922 the convention of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers approved a reso- 
lution calling for the establishment of an American corporation which would 
build and operate a clothing factory in Russia. 

The project envisioned the sale of 100,000 shares of $10 par value stock to 
the general public. The Russian Government offered to turn over to the cor- 
poration, on a partnership basis, nine clothing and textile factories employing 
7,000 people aud, in addition, to make certain concessions including preference 
on raw materials and preference in doing export business for Russia. The Rus 
sian Government also guaranteed the amount of money to be invested even if the 
business should not be successful. 

In his speech to the convention outlining the project, Mr. Hillman made it 
clear that it was undertaken without any political motivation, that it was a sound 
business venture, and that it contemplated an effort at sound reconstruction for a 
War-ravaged country to supplement charity. 

Mr. Hillman, in part, said: 

“Let me say, especially to you delegates, that not only is it against my prin 
ciple to be partisan in these matters but I would consider myself betraying not 
only the interest of the organization but the interests of the movement at large 
if I assumed even mentally a position of partisanship. Every one of us must 
give an account of himself in this movement to help make the reconstruction of 
Russia possible. For it is not a question of Russia alone. It is a question of 
Europe as a whole because Europe cannot be reconstructed unless Russia is re 
constructed. 

“T realize our own limitations. I do not want to assume that we here can do 
all that is necessary for Russia. Strong as we are as an organization we are 
after all only a small group of people. jut | believe that it is the responsibility 
of everyone, no matter how humble, no matter how small, individual or organ 
ization, at a time when civilization is at stake, to take a position for or against 
not for Bolshevism or against Bolshevism—but for or against the slaughter of 
millions of people, for or against bringing life and happiness to several hundred 
million people in eastern Europe.” 

While the statement attributed to Senator Taft notes that House Report 1311 
devotes an entire chapter (seven pages) to Sidney Hillman it apparently does not 
consider it noteworthy that in this “chapter” the following also appears (p. 73) : 

“The Special Committee of Un-American Activities does not allege that Sidney 
Hillman is a Communist or a Communist sympathizer. On the contrary, the 
committee takes full notice of the fact that there have been periods in Hillman’'s 
labor leadership when he was actively and effectively anti-Communist.” 


VII 


Pages 6 and 7 of the statement submitted on behalf of Senator Taft also con 
tains an excerpt from House Report 1311 regarding a message allegedly received 
from William Z. Foster and a message sent to Russia by Jack Kroll, now director 
of the CLO-PAC. 

The report states: 

“The fifth biennial convention of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America, held in Chicago, IL, May S-13, 1922, received enthusiastic congratula 
tions from Russia and replied in the same tone.” 

The fact is, as clearly outlined by the proceedings of that convention, that the 
message from Foster was sent a year earlier June 27, 1921, and was sent, not to 
the convention, but to Joseph Schlossberg, secretary-treasurer of the organiza 
tion, and congratulated the organization on breaking a lock-out by the New York 
employers. 





i 
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It was one of a number of congratulatory messages received, including one 
from the International Clothing Workers Federation in Amsterdam, Holland 
Commenting on it in the July 22, 1921, issues of the official publication of the 
union, the Advance, Secretary-Treasurer Schlossberg noted that the summer be- 
fore he was denied a visa to visit Russia. 

The message from Foster was not, as House Report 1311 states, “read to the 
convention.” It was printed in the report of the general executive board of the 
organization which covers 296 pages and is printed with the proceedings of the 
1922 convention under the title of “Documentary History of the Amalgamated 
Clothing Workers of America 1920-22.” 

Nor was there any reply sent from the 1922 convention to this communication 
by Foster, either by Jack Kroll or anyone else, as implied by House Report 1311 
quoted in the statement prepared for Senator Taft 

As is clearly stated on page 836 of the convention proceedings, Jack Kroll 
was appointed chairman of the committee on resolutions. On page 310 of the 
convention proceedings it is neted that a message signed Soloviev, president of 
the Russian Red Cross, was received which read as follows: 

‘Russian Red Cross sends greetings to Amalgamated Convention and in name 
of 36,000 famine sufferers whose lives Amalgamated has saved thanks devoted 
omrades in America who in time of their own trouble endured additional! 
hardships that their brothers might live. Need is not over nor battle against 
hunger vet won but Russian comrades have taken new courage from your splendid 
support.” 

This message was read to the convention on Monday, May 8. On Friday, May 
12, Chairman Kroll reported for the resolutions committee and the complete text 
of the proceedings (p. 410) is as follows: 

Brother Kroll: The committee on resolutions suggests that the following 
cablegram be sent to the president of the Russian Red Cross. 
‘To Soloviev, President, Russian Red Cross, Moscow : 

“"The fifth biennial convention of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America received with great joy and enthusiasm your message of fraternal 
greetings. The convention was thrilled by your statement that our contribution 
to the relief of the famine sufferers has saved 86,000 lives. This convention 
voted to organize a large corporation for the purpose of helping Russia on a 
large scale to reconstruct her economic life. 

‘We thank you heartily for your inspiring message.’ 

“The delegates unanimously voted to send the message.” 

It can only be concluded that this distortion, the deliberate use of a partial 
quotation to conceal the true nature of the entire quotation, and the telescop- 
ing of two entirely unrelated events (the Foster message and the exchange of 
messages concerning contributions to the Russian Red Cross) to present a false 
picture, is a piece of chicanery unworthy of a committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and its repetition on behalf of a United States Senator was a deliberate 
act calculated to deceive a committee of the United States Senate. 

It is a part of the pattern of deceit and intellectual dishonesty that runs 

oughout the statement which bears the name of Senator Taft. 


VIII 


The following pages of the supplemental statement make reference to bulle 
tins called the National Republic Lettergram which is attributed to Walter S. 
Steele, 511 Eleventh Street NW, Washington, D. C. Apparently the person 
referred to is Walter S. Steele of the same address and the same organiza- 
tion 

This is the same Walter Steele who was an active collaborator with the 
American Coalition of Patriotic Societies which figured so prominently in war- 
ime trial of indicted seditionists. He is the same Steele who appeared as an 
American Cosponsor of a book published in Berlin in 1988 wih an opening quota 
tion by Chancelor Adolf Hitler 

The same Walter S. Steele publishes a magazine title The National Republic 
the character of which may be determined from the attached exhibit 127—B, photo 
stat of a page from the December 1950 issue. Under the headline “Puerto Riean 
evolutionaries held in plots” appears a picture of CIO-PAC Director Jack 
Kroll. Nowhere in the article is there any mention of Mr. Kroll and apparently 
the intention was to suggest that Mr. Kroll had something to do with the at- 
tempted assassination of President Truman 


It is astonishing to find Walter S. Steele and his publications cited as evidences 
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Ix 


The inaccuracies and carelessness displayed by the compilation of the list of 
those expelled from the CIO have already been explained to the committee by 
C1O Associate General Counsel Thomas Harris. They do not correspond with 
the facts outlined in the document cited (S. Doc. No. 89, 1951) and betray the 
kind of unconcern with the truth that characterizes the entire document. 


x 


Miscellaneous exhibits: Senator Taft’s supplemental statement to this com- 
mittee seeks to maliciously imply that there was some devious and subterranean 
connection between the leadership of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers and 
the Communists during the 1921-22 period. The bitter irony of Senator Taft’s 
scurrilous insinuations is that the utter opposite was the truth. 

In the 1921-22 period which Senator Taft dredges for mud-slinging mis- 
representations, the Communists were making a concerted effort to win over the 
Amalgamated Clothing Workers organization, and against the stern and suc- 
cessful opposition of Sidney Hillman. 

Three attached exhibits, all published in 1921-22, show the nature of the Com- 
munist drive against the Amalgamated Clothing Workers and the resistance of 
the Hillman leadership. Exhibits 127-C and 127—-D were Communist leaflets dis- 
tributed broadside in 1921-22 among Amalgamated Clothing Workers in Chicago, 
These leaflets are self-explanatory and bear eloquent witness to the desire of the 
Communists to devour the clothing workers’ union in the early twenties. They 
likewise suggest the magnificent stand made by Mr. Hillman which frustrated 
their intentions. 

Exhibit 127—F is a photostatie copy of a Chicago Daily Tribune story reporting 
a part of the same struggle, and the rejection of Communist interference by the 
Chicago Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America. 

Sidney Hillman and his memory enjoys the distinction of having been maligned 
both by Senator Taft and the Communists—and with the same degree of false- 
hood and vulgarity. 

Senator Taft’s tar brush slaps at Jack Kroll with similar irresponsibility. 
Exhibits 127—F and 127-G are photostatic copies of a letter signed by the Com- 
munist Party in Cincinnati and a circular signed and distributed by the Cincinnati 
Communist Party among the clothing workers of that city in 1935. These exhibits 
manifest the desperate effort of the Communist Party to wrest representation of 
the Cincinnati clothing workers from the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America and the leadership of Jack Kroll. 

Again, we witness the curious phenomenon of Senator Taft and the Commu- 
nists equally contributing to the wholly unwarranted smear of an honorable and 
patriotic American trade-union leader. 

Exhibit 127-H is a prime example of the trick presentation of Senator Taft's 
case to this Senate committee. 

Mr. Taft in his statement to this committee introduced his exhibit 14, which 
he described, as follows: 

“The Daily Worker, official mouthpiece of the Communist Party, had carried 
another article by Hall in January 1950, entitled ‘The Target Is Taft—The Time 
Is 1950." This article went into great detail as to how the Reds could organize 
committees in every section of the State to bring about my defeat.” 

Exhibit 14, attached to his statement shows one-half of a page of the Worker 
Magazine, which mainly consists of Senator Taft’s picture in the center of 
a target and a large arrow aimed at Mr. Taft’s head. 

During the campaign this story and exhibit were used to attempt to prove 
the Communist conspiracy against Senator Taft and were likewise utilized to 
imply and create the impression that labor leadership was somehow involved in 
the Red plot against him. 

This is what Senator Taft failed to advise the committee: 

1. That the excerpt (exhibit 14) is only part of a three-page story. 

2. That the Worker Magazine story charges that CIO and AFL leadership 
were in on a “fix” to assure Senator Taft’s election. (See p. 1 of story and 
following quotation :) 

“The ‘fix’ is within the Democratic leadership, running from the White House 
to the party headquarters in Columbus. In addition to involving Democratic 
bigwigs, it also embraces the National and State leadership of the CIO and 
AFL.” 
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8. That the Worker Magazine story accuses CIO and AFL leadership of not 
stirring a finger to defeat Senator Tait. (See p. 2 of story and following quota- 
tion: ) 

“Not a single move has been made by the CIO and AFL officialdom to call a 
State-wide conference for the purpose of defeating Taft. Such conferences : 
feared; the rank and file has an embarrassing tendency to insist that pul 
pledges be translated into performances.” 


1, That the Worker Magazine story alleges that Jack Kroll, Philip Mur 
and other labor leadership are “double-dealers.” (See p. 3 of story and 1 
ing quotation:) 

To win a struggle means placing reliance in certain decisive facto d 
bring them into full play. The Boyles and the Krolls, the Greens, M 
[rumans are not elements spelling success for the people. They 
double-dealing and disaster.” 

5. That a greater portion of the Worker Magazine arti is devotes 
ing labor and Democratic leadership than is given to ar lait expre 

It is disturbingly plain that Senator Taft did not present the entire W 
Magazine article to the Senate committee because it would have sound 
puted the thesis which he developed so thoroughly at 1 
his campaign; namely, that his labor opposition was Commun 
who opposed him were inspired by Communist ideolog 

This “trick” approach; this lack of frankness in withh ling the 
ing of the Worker Magazine article from this Senate committee hi: 
the dignity of the office of United States Senator 

XI 

Conclusion: One of the presuppositions of democracy is that contenders I 

public office shall respect the limits of reasonable debate Misquotatio 


tion, the use of half-truths and whole lies can more quickly destroy the funda 

mental basis of our democracy than any subversive group for they lead 

distrust of all fact and turn honest debate into a 
It is, therefore, a cause for alarm when a leading figure in one of 


t t} 


political parties in America resorts to these tactics 
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THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 29, 1951 


SUBCOMMITIEE ON PrivineGEs AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washinaton. D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment at 10:10 a. m., 
in room 318, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C., Senator Guy 
M. Gillette (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Gillette, Monroney, Smith (Maine), and Hen- 
nings. 

Also present : John P. Moore, chief counsel; Grace E. Johnson, chief 
clerk. 

Senator Giuuerre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

The subcommittee meets today pursuant to the recess taken vesterday 
afternoon. 

The first witness this morning is Mr. Beryl Peppercorn, of Cleve- 
land, Ohio. 

Mr. Peppercorn, will you be sworn, please 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony that you will give in 
the matter now in hearing before this subcommittee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Perrercorn. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF BERYL PEPPERCORN, MANAGER, CLEVELAND JOINT 
BOARD, AFFILIATED WITH THE AMALGAMATED CLOTHING 
WORKERS OF AMERICA, CIO, ACCOMPANIED BY THOMAS E. 
HARRIS, ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL, CIO 


Senator Gitterre. Your name is Beryl Peppercor: / 

Mr. Perrercorn. That is right. 

Senator GitLtetrr. Your residence is where / 

Mr. Perrercorn. Cleveland, Ohio. 

Senator Gitnerre. Do you hold a governmental official position of 
any kind ? 


Mr. Perrercorn. No, 
Senator Gitterre. What is your business, Mr. Peppercorn / 
Mr. Peppercorn. Manager of the Cleveland Joint Board, affiliated 


with the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America. 
Senator Gitterrr. Before I take the testimony of Mr. Peppercorn, 
there are two matters that I must attend to. 
233 
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The chairman received this morning a telegram from Senator Taft 
dated Chapel Hill, N. C., as follows: 
Hon. GUY GILLETTE, 
Chairman of the Subcommittee on Elections, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


I have authorized supplemental statement on Political Action Committee read 
to your committee by my administrative assistant, Jack Martin, and read to me 
on telephone. All the information contained therein was examined by me before 
making Euclid Avenue speech and comes from sources I consider entirely reliable. 


Ropert A, Tart. 


There is another brief statement that 1 want to make before we 
proceed with Mr. Peppercorn. We have a list of nine witnesses 
that we are hoping to dispose of today, and it is certainly the hope 
of the committee, maybe the optimistic hope, but certainly the hope, 
that we cari conclude these hearings by tomorrow night. We have a 
number of witnesses here who have been kept here since we opened 
the hearings Monday, at considerable inconvenience to themselves, 
and, of course, expense to the committee. 

It is the disposition of the subcommittee to make this hearing 
thorough and worth while, and I feel that we have made great progress 
in that direction. But in the hopes of expediting the remainder of the 
hearing, so that these people may be heard and allowed to return to 
their homes, unless there is objection on the part of the members of the 
subcommittee, I am going to pursue the policy of turning these wit- 
nesses as soon as they are sworn over to the committee counsel for inter- 
rogation and then supplement that by any questions that the subcom- 
mittee members have. 

Is that satisfactory ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Senator Henninos. Entirely. 

Senator GILLETTE. ‘Following that policy, Mr. Peppercorn, I will 
now turn you over to the committee counsel, Mr. John Moore. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the record should indicate 
that Mr. Peppercorn is accompanied by Mr. Thomas Harris, assistant 
general counsel of the CIO. 

Mr. Chairman, the interrogation of Mr. Peppercorn following his 
statement—I understand he has a prepared statement—will be con- 
ducted by Mr. Margolis. 

You have your prepared statement with you ? 

Mr. Perrercorn. My name is Beryl Peppercorn. Iam the manager 
of the Cleveland Joint Board with offices at 2227 Payne Avenue, C leve- 
land. We are affiliated with the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America, CIO. 

I understand the committee wishes to receive the testimony concern- 
ing a letter which Senator Taft mentioned as having come to him from 
the husband of one of our members who works at the S. Weitz Co. in 
Lorain, Ohio. The husband complains that his wife’s contribution to 
PAC was checked off from her pay without her consent. 

I shall give the committee all the information available to me con- 
cerning this matter, but would like to point out that some of it is not of 
miy personal knowledge. During 1950 and 1951 illness has prevented 
me from giving my full time to the affairs of our union and I had to 
submit to major surgery in July of this year to correct a condition 
which was causing me continuous excruciating pain. Although my 
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health today is not very good, I have gathered the testimony and come 
here to give it to you as a matter of accommodation for the committee. 

The Cleveland Joint Board consists of eight locals which, with their 
various branches, are affiliated with the joint board. These are located 
in and around Cleveland. The meetings of the joint board are at- 
tended by delegates from these various locals and by the business agents 
who service those locals. 

At the February 15, 1950, meeting of the joint board I reported on 
the political situation, including the active campaign of Senator Taft 
and the assistance he was receiving from employers throughout the 
United States in his effort to be reelected. I mentioned the desirability 
of our members being asked to make their individual contributions to 
our Political Action Committee for an educational campaign to get 
our members to register and to vote and for political activity. The 
board voted to recommend to each affiliated local that it ask each of its 
members to make a voluntary contribution of $l for political action. 

The employees at S. Weitz Co. in Lorain are members of local 229. 
At the March meeting of that local, the minutes of the Cleveland Joint 
Board were read and accepted. In his report on various matters the 
business agent, Frank Varanese, said that the shop chairman would 
come around and collect the individual voluntary contributions of $1 
for PAC and noted that this really amounted to only 2 cents per week 
and that the people should be glad to give it for it is a very good cause. 

In May or June, I heard from some of our business agents that a 
few of our members had complained about their contributions to PAC 
being check off. This was the first I knew about there being any 
check-off at all for PAC. However, I should note that it is common 
practice in Cleveland for employers to check off contributions of indi- 
vidual workers for various community projects, such as Community 
Chest, Red Cross, hospital funds, et cetera, as well as for union dues. 
I did not know, and still do not know, how these check-offs for PAC 
contributions came about, but I immediately told the business agents 
and delegates to inform the membership of each local that any mem- 
ber complaining should be given his money back. I was told that 
many of our members had asked for their contribution to be deducted 
and not knowing who had made the requests and who had not, I chose 
the return of money to those who complained as the appropriate 
remedy for the situation. 

The business agents did receive a few requests for the return of these 
contributions and the money was returned. We have the canceled 
checks showing these refunds. 

I have no personal knowledge about the Lorain situation and since 
Senator Taft did not identify his correspondent, I have had no oppor- 
tunity to check into her complaint. We did not know of any dissat- 
isfaction in local 229 and no complaint or request for reimbursement 
has ever come to our attention from Lorain. If this unidentified 
member had indicated her dissatisfaction or her desire to get her 
money back, it would have been refunded promptly. The good will 
and loyalty of our members is more important to us than a dollar 
contribution. 

Each of our locals handled its own solicitation of contributions 
according to its own plan. The total membership of these locals is 
approximately 5,000. The total contributions turned in to us during 
1950 was $2,575. It is thus apparent that roughly 50 percent of our 
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members saw fit to contribute voluntarily to PAC and that the re- 
maining 50 percent did not contribute and did not. feel obligated, 
committed, or coerced in any way to make such a contribution. We 
sought to collect contributions from only those who wished to make 
them and believe that all the money which we received came to us 
voluntarily. 

Mr. Marcouts. Mr. Peppercorn, I refer you to exhibit 74 which is 
now in the record, and ask you to verify the authenticity of your 
signature on a membership card form signed “B. Peppercorn, man- 
ager, Cleveland Joint Board, Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America, 2227, 39 Payne Avenue.” This stub of a wage check shows 
a deduction of $1 for PAC. 

Mr. Perrercorn. I recognize my signature on the union-dues card, 
but I do not know anything about the dollar deduction or the stub, 
and this does not come from our office. I can’t verify the stub for the 
dollar deduction, but I do verify the union-dues card there with my 
name on it. 

Mr. Mareouts. Does the deduction appear in the records of the 
local union / 

Mr. Perrercorn. There are some deductions that have been made, 
I have learned, as some of the workers have asked that the dollar be 
deducted, because when the shop chairman or the shop steward went 
around for the collections, some of the workers didn’t have the dollar 
at the time and they asked that the dollar be deducted from their pay. 
I have learned that. 

Mr. Mareouis. Some of the workers asked that the dollar be de- 
ducted. Do you have a list of all of the workers that asked that the 
dollar be deducted 4 

Mr. Perrercorn. I wouldn't have the list. That just came to my 
knowledge since last week. 

Mr. Mareouts. Isn't it true, Mr. Peppercorn, that most of the money 
that was deducted for PAC went to the joint board or to the Amal 
cvamated PAC, of which you are an officer / 

Mr. Perrercorn. I did not know about any deductions until last 
week, My attention was called to it. 

As I have explained, or in my statement, that I haven't been very 
active for the past 2 years. 

I do know this: That when I made my report to the joint board, 
[ asked for voluntary contributions. What people did after that 
I did not know. 

Mr. Marconrts. Is it not true, Mr. Peppercorn, that the matter of the 
deduction was referred to you by one of our investigators in Ohio 
more than a week ago? 

Mr. Perrercorn. Probably it took place in the past few weeks when 
the investigator first came in. 

Mr. Margouis. Correct. 

Mr. Peprercorn. That. was when I first learned about it. 

Mr. Marcous. Or a month ago? 

Mr. Perrercorn. Or a month ago. 

Mr. Marcouis. And you have no list of the amount of money de- 
ducted or the persons from whose wage checks the money was 
deducted ? 

Mr. Perrrrcorn. Not with me, no; I don’t know. 





INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 237 


Mr. Marcouts. Is there any way of obtaining such a list from the 
locals ¢ 

Mr. Perrercorn. I imagine so; we could get it through our office. 

Mr. Margouis. Could you submit it to the committee so that it could 
have it for its records / 

Mr. Perrercorn. Not immediately. 

Mr. Mareouts. I mean within a reasonable time / 

Mr. Perrercorn. Yes; anytime the committee desires it, 1 will 
elad to furnish it. 

Mr. Maroouts. Mr. Peppercorn, you make the statement that you 
thought it would be—well, this is not paraphrasing your statement, 
but you thought it would be equitable to return the money of those 
who wanted their money back. 

Mr. Perrercorn. That is right. 

Mr. Margouts. Don't you think it would have been equitable to have 
returned all the mone > this at was deducted / 

Mr. Perrercorn. I did not know who asked that their dollars be 
checked off. 

Some of our people, as | have stated before. since the V didn’t have 
the money when the shop chairmen went around for the contributions, 
they asked the shop chairmen that the dollars be deducted from their 
pay. That was the case. I didnt know to whom to return the money, 
but anyone desiring their money back got it without any trouble 
whatsoever. 

Mr. Marcouts. Do you think that there was any hesitancy y upon the 
part of some e np loyees whose contributions were deduc ted to ask fon 
their mone y‘ 

Mr. Prerrercorn. I don't think so. Our people usually speak up at 
meetings or in the shop through their shop chairmen. When the vy are 
not satisfied with anything, they speak up. 

I ask them to speak up if there is any dissatisfaction: that enables 
me to go into their prob lems and try toadjus t them to their satisfaction. 

My job isto see that members are happy and satisfied. Had I known 
of any such a desire on the part of that lady or anyone else, there would 
have been no trouble, no difficulty whatsoever, in getting their money 
back, 

As I stated in my statement, the loyalty and devotion of our mem 
bers to our union is worth a hundred times that dollar to us. and I have 
proved that to our people on different oceasions. 

Mr. Marcouts. Since you learned of the deduction, have you been 
able to find out how the local unions which employed the deduction 
arrived at that decision? Was it through a meeting of the union ? 

Mr. Perprercorn. I did not have a chance to go into the matter. J] 

juestioned my assistants, the business agents, and they told me that 
oe worke rs asked that their dollars be deducted. 

I asked our office girl, and she didn't know who—lI asked if the shop 
chairman told her to deduct it: she didn’t remember. 

Mr. Margouis. Mr. Peppercorn, you have information as to whether 
the deduction was employed in the plant of Joseph & Feiss Pants 
Shop ? 

Mr. Peppercorn. Yes. 

Mr. Maroouis. You have heard of that? 

Mr. Perprercorn. I heard of that. 

Mr. Marcos. Do you have any idea of the amount / 


21644—52——-16 
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Mr. Preprercorn, I don’t know the exact amount. 

Mr. Mareouis. How did you obtain your information, Mr. Pepper- 
corn ¢ 

Mr. Peprrercorn. There? 

Mr. Marcouts. Yes. 

Mr. Peprrercorn. Through the business agent. In fact, I called some 
people to a meeting and spoke to them, the Joseph & Feiss Pants Shop, 
and told them anyone desiring their dollars back can get it, and some 
of them did ask for their dollars back, and received it. 

Mr. Marcouts. Mr. Peppercorn, were you not informed by your 

various business agents that $250 was deduc ted? 

Mr. Prrrercorn. No, I just got this figure since the investigators 
were in Cleveland. 

Mr. Marcouis. You got the figure of $250? 

Mr. Perrercorn. Yes. 

Mr. Mareouts. I see; and you consider that a fair estimate or an 
exact figure? 

Mr. Perrercorn. That is an exact figure, because I obtained that 
from our office. I made it my business to find out how much money 
was checked off, since I have learned that there was checked 

Mr. Marcorts. Then you do have the record for the amount that 
was checked off ? 

Mr. Perrercorn. That is right. 

Mr. Marcouts. I see. I misunderstood you. I apparently mis- 
understood you. 

Can you produce them here, Mr. Peppercorn? You have page 1 

Mr. Peppercorn. That is out of a different report. 

Mr. Maregouis. That is out of a different paper? Attached here- 
with, according to the statement which I am now reading, is a blank 
membership form A of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of Amer- 
ica, and, Mr .Peppercorn, will you identify this form as membership 
form A ¢ 

Mr. Prrrercorn. Yes. 

Mr. Marcouis. Mr. Peppercorn, would you like to read this state- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Perrercorn. This statement has nothing to do with the fig- 
ures here—with the amount of the deductions. 

Mr. Marcoris. Wasn’t the statement prepared by you, sir? 

Mr. Perrercorn. Not this, no; I just used that—— 

Mr. Marcouts. Well, do you want to read, then, the list of deduc- 
tions / 

Mr. Prerrercorn. Yes. The Joseph & Feiss Pants Shop on the 
sixth month, the 5th, 1950, $3; then again $67 on the sixth month, 
the 17th, 1950. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that the record include 
the name of the person who did prepare that statement ? 

Mr. Perrercorn. I prepared these figures from our office. 

Senator Smiru. I understood you to say that you did not prepare 
the statement. 

Mr. Prerrercorn. The statement here—I thought you referred to 
the statement on top there. 

Senator GILLerTr. Senator Smith wants to know if you know who 
prepared the statement, the entire statement there, that you hold in 
your hand. 
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Mr. Peppercorn. That was prepared in our office, you know, by the 
girl. We wrote several statements. 

Senator Guerre. A girl in the office typed it undoubtedly, but 
who dictated it to her? 

Mr. Perprercorn. Probably my attorney, I don’t remember. I have 
had our attorney—— 

Senator Gitterre. You do not know? 

Mr. Perrercorn. An attorney in our office, that is right. This 
statement is not offered to the committee, I mean—so it is immaterial. 

Senator Smrrn. No; it is not immaterial, Mr. Chairman. Counsel 
asked that it be included in the record 

Mr. Marcouts. Yes; I thought it was 

Senator Smiru (continuing). And I thought it is very important 
that the writer of the statement be provided. 

They are Mr. Peppercorn’s figures, and certainly he is not giving 
figures out to just anybody to prepare a statement from. 

Mr. Perrercorn. Well, this is not an entire statement; it is part 
of a statement that I discussed, and was not signed by me or approved 
by me. We went over the statement. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Margolis, do you want the statement read 
into the record because it is something you think is pertinent ? 

Mr. Marcorts. I have not had a chance to read it, but I should 
think a statement that has a list of companies should be included 
in the records of the committee. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman 

Senator Giuterre. Just a moment. Who are you? 

Mr. Harris. I am counsel for Mr. Peppercorn. 

Senator Henninas. Mr. Harris testified yesterday. 

Senator Guerre. All right; proceed, Mr. Harris. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Peppercor n was asked about the check-off of these 
assessments to PAC. He had with him some papers, part of his 
working papers—an early draft, say, of the statement already 
submitted. 

In that statement, there was a list of these companies at which 
there was some check-off to PAC. He offered this sheet of paper 
simply for the purpose of this list of companies. It is a list of com- 
panies. It is not a list of the individuals from whose wages the check 
off was made. It is just a list of the companies at which there was 
some check-off. 

The statement appears to have been gotten up actually in the pres- 
ence of one of the investigators from this committee, and it appears 
to be just 

Senator Gi.tetre. What was it prepared for? 

Mr. Harris. When the investigators came in, they started looking 
into the matter, trying to assemble the data. And this was one of 
the working papers that they got up in that statement, while the in- 
vestigator was there. 

Senator Guerre. Who prepared it? Do you know who prepared 
it! 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Peppercorn does not know. This was not offered, 
anyway. ‘This is just one of the witness’ personal working papers 
which was prepared to help him get up the statement which had 
already been offered. 
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Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order to ask that 
the statement be read? Mr. Margolis asked that it be included in the 
hearing, and all we have had was the list. 

Senator Giuterre. Yes. Mr. Margolis, will you read it into the 
record, please, so that the subcommittee may know what we are talking 
about ? 

Mr. Marcouts. This is apparently the second page of Mr. Pepper- 
corn’s statement : 


Attached herewith is a blank membership Form A of the Amalgamated Clothing 
Workers of America, and it is the requirement of the A. C. W. of A. that each 
member execute such a form in duplicate and file one with his employers and 
one with the union local. This is regarded by me as sufficient authorization 
for an employer to deduct assessments of $1 contribution which are the subject 
of this statement. 

Approximately 50 percent of the members of the union locals responded to the 
voluntary plan. The membership aproximates a total of 5,000 and the total 
amount contributed was $2,506. This amount was remitted on June 20, 1950, 
as follows: $1,253 was remitted to the CIO Political Aetion Committee, Wash- 
ington, D. C.: $626.50 to the CIO Political Action Committee, Columbus, Ohio: 
$626.50 to CLO Union Council Political Action Committee, Cleveland, Ohio. The 
Cleveland joint board and its affiliated locals did not withhold any of the funds 
collected for the political education. 

This statement was made in the presence of Mr. James E. Lynch, chief investi- 
gator, Senate Subcommittee of Privileges and Elections. 

Only three members availed themselves of the opportunity to withdraw their 
$1 contributions. 








And Mr. Peppercorn has the names. Is there any objection to the 
reading of the names / 

Senator Gittetrr. None whatever. 

Mr. Marcouts (reading) : 

These were Hilda Tintelnot, to whom a check was sent on July 21, 1950; 
Francis Harges, to Whom a check was sent on August 11, 1950: and Helen 
Gerrity, to whom a check was sent on August 11, 1950. 

The names, addresses, and amounts which were checked off by employers are 
as follows: 

Joseph & Feiss Pants Shop, 2149 West Fifty-third Street, Cleveland, $8, June 
5, 1950 
That is the date, June 5, 1950— 

Joseph & Feiss Pants Shop, the same address, S67, June 17, 1950. 

Cannon Tailors, 124 St. Clair Avenue, Cleveland, $1, May 22, 1950. 

Cannon Tailors, same address, $52, April 20, 1950. 

Slavin Tailors, 423 Euclid Avenue, Cleveland, $20, May 29, 1950. 

Raab Bros., 2602 Carroll Avenue, Cleveland, $4, June 2, 1950. 

S. Weitz & Co., 1205 Broadway Avenue, $103, April 18, 1950, giving a total 
of $250. 

This statement was not actually signed by Mr. Peppercorn in the 
presence of Mr. Lynch. 

Mr. Harris. Senator, I think that I can clear it up now. T have 
been talking to Mr. Peppercorn. 

Senator Gituerre. That would be very helpful. 

Mr. Harris. I am told that what happened was this: That when 
the investigator from your committee, a Mr. Lynch, was out there, 
Mr. Peppercorn was reluctant to come to Washington on account of 
his health. Therefore, after talking to Mr. Lynch, Mr. Lynch dictated 
this statement as a statement from Mr. Peppercorn, with the idea that 
possibly this statement might be called instead of Mr. Peppercorn’s 
coming in. 
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Now, I have here the first page of the statement. Since the second 
page has been read, it might make the record more orderly if we put 
in the first page, too. 

Now, this statement—— 

Senator Gitterre. The complete statement should be in the record, 
as long as part of it has been read. 

Mr. Harris. Yes. The committee then decided that it should not 
dispense with Mr. P eppe rcorn’s personal presence, and when it was 
decided to bring him in as a witness, he then prepared a revision of 
this statement, ‘whic h was the statement he read at the outset. 

Senator Gitterrr. Will you read the first page, as long as the 
second page has been read into the record ¢ 

Mr. HLArrts. The first page had attached to it a note, “Statement 
Lynch dictated.” 

The statement 


CLEVELAND, OHIO, November 21, 1951 

Statement of Mr. Beryl Peppercorn, manager, Cleveland Joint Board, Amalga 
mated Clothing Workers of America, regarding voluntary contributions of mem 
hers affiliated with the Cleveland Joint Board of the Amalgamated Clothing 
Workers of America. 

The idea of soliciting voluntary $1 contributions from the members affiliated 
with the CIO was conceived by the National Political Action Committee some 
time prior to February 1950. 

On or about February 15, 1950, I reported to the Cleveland Joint Board of the 
A. C. W. of A. that we would begin a drive for $1 contributions for an educa 
tional campaign and political action, which the board approved and it recom 
mended to all affiliated locals that their members be urged to contribute 31 per 
member. 

I also informed everyone at each meeting that if anyone desired to withdraw 
the $1 contribution he had made IT would be glad to return it. A copy of the 
minutes of the meeting of the Cleveland Joint Board dated February 15, 1950, 
at which meeting I brought this matter to the attention of the Board and at 
which meeting the matter received the board’s approval, is attached herewith 

This action was followed by the approval of the members of locals 112, 188 
168, 229 Lorain, and 325 Galion. 

I have knowledge of the fact that the membership of each of the foregoing 
locals approved the plan. 

There was no definite plan arranged as to the manner in which the contribu 
tions were to be collected In some shops arrangements were made between 
the shop steward and the employer to deduct the $1 from the pay In other 
cases employees paid their contributions directly to the steward In each case 
the local made the decision regarding the manner in which this contribution was 
to be paid. The Joint Board had nothing to do with regard to this 


Then follows the second page which has already been read. 

Senator Giunterre. May I ask, Mr. Peppercorn, this apparently w: 
prepared for your signature. 

Mr. Perrercorn. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre. But your signature was not aflixed to it / 

Mr. Peppercorn. That is right. 

Senator Ginterre. Now it has been read into the record. Are there 
any statements in th: : that you do not subscribe to at the present time ? 

Mr. PEPPERCORN. I do not subscribe to the entire satus That 
is Why I have made up the statement which I have read to you. 

Senator Gitterre. Did you refuse to subscribe or sign your name 
to this statement after it was prepared / 

Mr. Perprercorn. That is right: I did. 

Senator Ginterre. You refused to do it / 

Mr. Perrercorn. Yes. 
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Senator Giuterre. And the statement that you have read was pre 
pared in lieu of that? 

Mr. Perrercorn. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre. And that is what you are presenting ? 

Mr. Perrercorn. That is correct. 

Senator Gitterre. You do not endorse this statement that has been 
read into the record ? 

Mr. Perrercorn. No. 

Senator Gitterre. Are there any specific portions of it that you 
want to allude to at this time that do not reflect the facts ? 

Mr. Harris. Do you want to get it back and look at it? 

Mr. Perrercorn. Yes: I would like to get it back. 

Mr. Harris. Could we have back the text of the statement ? 

Senator Gitterre. Yes; if it has been read into the record, vou are 
certainly entitled to see it. 

Mr. Ilarnris. Senator, this copy returned to us is not the one which 
we offered. I don’t know whether it is the same-or not, but it is not 
the one that we handed in. 

Senator Gitterre. It is certainly the one that was just read into 
the record: is it not? 

Mr. Harris. No, Senator; it isn’t. It may be a copy of it but it 
isn’t the one that we read from. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Peppercorn, the members of the subcom- 
mittee, after some consultation here, feel that this statement is already 
in the record and has been identified for what it is, a tentative state- 
ment that you di d not care to sign. 

The committee of course can and will evaluate the document, and 
there is no need, we feel, to interrogate you further as to this partic- 
ular document at this particular time. 

Mr. Perrercorn. Thank you. 

Senator Gutetre. All right, Mr. Margolis. 

Mr. Marcouis. I don’t believe the exhibit has been identified and 
marked, and I request that it be identified and marked “Exhibit 
No. 132.” 

Senator Gitterre. Very well. 

Senator Hennincs. Is Mr. Margolis asking that it be made a part 
of the record ? 

Mr. Marcouts. Yes. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 132” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Gitterre. Is that all? 

Mr. Marcouts. Well, in your first statement, the statement that you 
read today, you referred to canceled checks showing refunds. Do you 
have those with you, sir? 

Mr. Peprercorn. Yes. 

Mr. Mareoris. I request that the canceled checks. with the notation, 
“Pay to the order of Helen Gerrity, Frances Harges, and Hilda 
Tintelnot by Beryl Peppercorn, manager of the Cleveland Joint 
Board, Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America” be identified and 
marked “Exhibits Nos. 133, 134, and 135.” 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 133, 
134, and 135” for identification and will be found in the files of the 
subcommittee. ) 
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Mr. Margouts. Returning to the list of names which you submitted, 
Mr. Peppercorn, will you admit the accurac y of that list, that is the 
list of employers, their addresses and the amounts which were checked 
off by them. 

Mr. Perrercorn. That is right, it is an accurate list. 

Mr. Mareouts. That you, Mr. Peppercorn. 

Senator Gitterre. Is that all / 

Mr. Mareouts. That is all. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monroney. These funds that were taken out in the check 
off, you said they were sent to W: ishington, half of them sent to Wash 
ington, 25 percent to Cleveland, 25 percent remained in the local com 
munity, ‘js that correct ¢ 

Mr. Peprercorn. Yes: 50 cents to our National Political Action 
( ‘ommittee, Washineton., 25 cents of the dollar went to the State PA( 
organization, and 25 cents remained in the Cleveland Political Action 
Committee organization. 

Senator Monronry. Do you know whether any of that money found 
its Way in to the Taft Fereus on ¢ ampaign or Was it ul seq] as Was eX 
1 plained to use yesterday by Mr. Clayman, on pure ly State races / 

Mr. Perrercorn. I wouldn't know how it was used. 

Senator Monroney. It was just remitted as a result of the check-off? 

Mr. Perrercorn. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Did you know that the check-off would be 
illegal if those fun dls were Use 1} ih he ialf of a ede ral e ‘lection 4 

Mr. Pereprrcorn. I would refer this question to my counsel, if that 
sall right with the Senator. 

Senator Monronery. Yes. 


Mr. Harris. I don’t find any statement in the law, Senator, that 
the check-off of funds for political purposes is illegal. 
Senator Taft made that statement on Monday, but it is not an 


accurate statement of the law, in my opinion. 

Senator Monroney. Could you please clear that up before you 
leave? It would not be illegal if the funds were used for State or 
local elections, is that not true? It would be illegal per se if they 
were checked off and used for national elections, Federal elections. 

Mr. Harris. There are two provisions in the statute, Senator. The 
one relating to political expenditures deals with contributions and 
expenditures by labor organizations. It is the nature of the contribu- 
tion or the expenditure which determines the legality of the disburse 
ment, 

Senator Gru.terre. May I interrupt? Are you talking about State 
statutes or Federal statutes ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Federal statutes, section 304 of the Taft-Hartley Act. 

Now, the act does contain a provision, section 302, which controls 
the legality of the check-off of dues and assessments. However, the 
Department of Justice has ruled that it is permissible to check off 
assessments. 

Now, these check-offs here were checked off only after the member 
had signed an individual card voluntarily authorizing the check-off 
of union dues and assessments. That is what the law requires. 

Now, as Mr. Peppercorn has stated, we don’t regard the check-off 
of funds for contributions to PAC as a desirable practice, but that is 
a different point from stating it to be illegal. 
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Senator Monroney. In the search for corrective legislation, you 
would feel, then, if it is not presently covered by law, it might be a 
good practice if we are rewriting the law to make it illegal to check off 
funds which will be used for political purposes. 

Mr. Harris. Not necessarily. It seems to me that the practice which 
was followed here is not undesirable, that is, to check off funds for 
political purposes, but to give them back or to refuse to check off if 
anyone objects. That type of legislation has been on the books at 
various times in England, for example. 

Senator Monroney. It seems to me that it puts in a difficult position 
the individual worker that might not wish to be financing part of the 
campaign, that maybe he might be for the other candidate, and if he 
were forced to go before the union official and demand his money 
back, he would probably be reluctant to do it. 

It would seem hard for me to believe that it would be a voluntary 
contribution that the worker would be making if it is checked off of 
his pay check without his knowledge or consent, and then he must go 
to somebody in the union organization and demand his money back. 

Mr. Harris. We haven’t found our members reluctant or unwilling 
to express themselves or to dissent from any opinion which they don't 
hol l. 

| agree with you that there should be some machinery so that 
money is not checked off from the wages of workers who don’t want 
it checked off. It becomes simp ly a matter of working out that 
machinery. 

Senator Monroney. IT would agree that if the individual worker 
notified the employer in writing that he wished a campaign deduction 
to be taken out of his pay, it would be perfectly legal and not violative 
of the voluntary intent, but when it is done without his knowledge or 
consent or individual wish, simply on the resolution of the local union, 
it seems to me that it is a contribution that is not voluntarily made. 

Mr. Harris. Well, now in these cases the worker has of course signed 
a card which ts irrevocable for say one year, agreeging to the check- 
off of dues and assessments, so that technic ‘lly the worker has given 
a consent. 

Now I nevertheless agree with you that it is not good practice to 
make an assessment which is to be used for political purposes, in view 
of the possibility that the worker may not agree with those purposes. 

If such an assessment is made, I think that the worker should have 
a chance to get his money back or to indicate that the check-off is not 
to be made in his particular case. 

Senator Monroney. That is all T have. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Hennings? 

Sentor Hennines. No questions. 

Senator GriLetre. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirxn. Mr. Chairman, since section 302 of Publie Law 101 
has been referred to, I would like to read into the record, with your 
permission, restrictions on payments to employee representatives, 
section 302 (a), part of it. 

Senator Gittetre. What is that? 

Senator Smirn. Public Law 101: that is the amendment to the 
National Labor Relations Act. I will read only one section of it: 

It shall be unlawful for any employer to pay or deliver, or to agree to pay or 
deliver, any money or other thing of value to any representative of any of his 
employees who are employed in an industry affecting commerce. 
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(b) It shall be unlawful for any representative of any employees who are 
employed in an industry affecting commerce to receive or accept, or to agree 
to receive or accept, from the employer of such employees any money or other 
thing of value. 

(c) The provisions of this section shall not be applicable 


and I will omit (1) and go down to (4), with the permission of the 
Chair, which says: 


with respect to money deducted from the wages of employees in payment of 
membership dues in a labor organization: Provided, That the employer has 
received from each employee, on whose account such deductions are made, a 
written assignment which shall not be irrevocable for a period of more than one 
year or beyond the termination date of the applicable collective agreement, 
whichever occurs sooner 


The committee may think that it should melude in the record the 
rest of the act. but that is all that I ask to be included. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, l would lke to direct my question to either 
Mr. Peppercorn of Mr. Harris, and ask if you would supply to the 
committee the ruling that you referred to from the Department of 


Justice. 

Mr. Harris. Yes: I will be glad to do that. 

(The following letter from Mr. Harris to Senator Gillette was 
ordered inserted in the record at this point on February 8, 1952 
(record) :) 

NOVEMBER 29, 1951 
Hon. Guy M. GILLETTE, 


Chairman, Senate Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections, 
Washington, DC. 


Drak SENATOR GILLETTE: The following information is submitted in response to 
requests made by committee members at the hearing this morning 

1. The ruling of the Department of Justice, dated May 13, 1948, that assess 
ments, as well as dues, may be checked off under section 302 of the Taft-Hartley 
Act appears at 22 Labor Relations Reference Manual 46. Iam enclosing a mimes 
graphed copy for your convenience. 

I believe that I stated, in answer to a question from Senator Smith, that the 
ruling was made by the Assistant Solicitor General Upon checking, I find that 
the ruling of the Department of Justice was prepared by T. Vincent Quinn, who 
was then Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division. This 
ruling was sent by Mr. Quinn to the Assistant Solicitor General, Mr. George 7 
Washingfon. The Assistant Solicitor General then transmitted Mr. Quinn's 
memorandum to the Solicitor of the Department of Labor, together with a letter 
stating that he agreed with the views expressed in Mr. Quinn’s memorandum 

2. The Supreme Court decision holding that the CTO did not violate section 304 

of the Taft-Hartley Act by carrying in the CIO News a statement urging CLO 
members to vote for a particular candidate for Congress is United States \ 
Congress of Industrial Organizations (B35 VT. S. 106 (1948) ) 
3. The decision of the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 
holding that a local union did not violate section 304 by using dues money to pay 
for a newspaper advertisement and radio broadcast in opposition to particular 
candidates for Congress is United States vy. Painters Local t nion, No. 481 (172 
I. 2d S54 (1949) ) 

4. Senator Taft's remarks with regard to the application of section 304 to 
organizations deriving their funds in whole or in part from labor organizations 
bia corporations) appear at 93 Congressional Record, 6595-6596 (June 5, 1947) 
The page reference is to the daily Record and not to the permanent bound volume 

If there were any additional requests for information which IT have overlooked 
I will of course he glad to attempt to comply with them 

Very truly vours, 

THOMAS FE. Harris 

Assistant General Couns 
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ExHIsit 135-A 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
Washington, D.C. 
The attached correspondence with the Department of Justice was made public 
by the Department of Labor. The opinions requested by Solicitor Tyson were 
jointly requested by a corporation and a union for guidance in collective 
bargaining. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, May 18, 1948. 
Hon. WiLtrAM S. Tyson, 
Solicitor, Department of Labor, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Tyson: I refer to your letter of May 6, 1948, requesting our views on 
certain questions arising under the provisions of subsection (c) of section 302, 
title III, of the Labor-Management Relations Act of 1947. 

I enclose a memorandum dated May 13, 1948, directed to me by the Assistant 
Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division. I agree with the views 
therein expressed. 

Sincerely yours, 
GEORGE T, WASHINGTON, 
Assistant Solicitor General. 


QUESTIONS RAISED BY THE Sonicrrork OF THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR REGARDING 
SecTiIon 302 oF THE LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS AcT OF 1947 


(George T. Washington, Assistant Solicitor General; T. Vincent Quinn, Assistant 
Attorney General) 


May 138, 1948. 

This refers to your memorandum of May 10, 1948, attaching a letter, dated 
May 6, 1948, addressed to you by William S. Tyson, Solicitor of the Department 
of Labor, in which he raises two questions under section 302 (c) of the Labor- 
Management Relations Act of 1947 with respect to certain types of check-off 
authorizations by union employees. Mr. Tyson states that it would be in the 
hest interest of industrial peace and the stability of industrial relations to put 
at rest uncertainties which may exist at this time concerning the application of 
section 302 (c) and which may impede the orderly and successful carrying on of 
collective bargaining negotiations. You request an expression of our views 
with respect to the questions raised. 

The factual situation involved herein relates to a proposed form of check-off 
authorization which is being considered by a large international union and a 
large manufacturing corporation, the check-off authorization addressed to the 
employer and to be signed by the employee reads as follows: 

“IT hereby assign to Local No. —, — - International Union, from any 
wages earned or to be earned by me as your employee, the sum of $— per month 
and initiation fees and assessments or such amount as may hereafter be estab 
lished by the union and become due to it, as ny membership dues in said union. 
I authorize and direct you to deduct such amounts from my first pay for each 
month and to remit the same to the Union. 

“This assignment, authorization and direction shall become operative con- 
temporaneous with the effective date of the new collective bargaining agreement 
between the employer and the Union which shall succeed the current collective 
agreement between the same parties. 

“This assignment, authorization and directive shall be irrevocable for the pe- 
riod of one (1) year, or until the termination of the said new collective agree- 
ment between the Employer and the Union, whichever occurs sooner ; and I agree 
and direct that this assignment, authorization and direction shall be automati- 
cally renewed, and shall be irrevocable for successive periods of one (1) year each 
or for the period of each succeeding applicable collective agreement between the 
Employer and the Union, whichever shall be shorter, unless written notice is 
given by me to the Employer and the Union not more than twenty (20) days and 
not less than ten (10) days prior to the expiration of each period of one (1) 
year, or of each applicable collective agreement between the Employer and the 
Union, whichever occurs sooner, 
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“This authorization is made pursuant to the provisions of Section 302 (c) of the 
Labor-Management Relations Act of 1947 and otherwise.” 

The constitution of the union which desires to utilize this form of check-off 
authorization has contained, from November 1947, the following provision: 

“Membership dues shall include the following financial obligations due and 
owing by a member or applicant for membership: 

“(a) Initiation or reinstatement fees, as the cause may be, 

“(b) Monthly fees (hereinafter referred to as ‘Dues’ or ‘Monthly Dues’), 

“(e) Special fees (hereinafter referred to as ‘Assessments’) levied by the 
International Union or any of its subordinate bodies in accordance with the 
provisions of the International Union.” 

Section 302 of the Labor-Management Relations Act reads, in pertinent part, 
as follows: 

“(a) It shall be unlawful for any employer to pay or deliver, or to agree to pay 
or deliver, any money or thing of value to any representative of any of his 
employees who are employed in an industry affecting commerce. 

* + 7” 6 *” oe a 


“(c) The provisions of this section shall not be applicable * * * (4) 
with respect to money deducted from the wages of employees in payment of mem- 
bership dues in a labor organization; Provided, That the employer has received 
from each employee, on whose account such deductions are made, a written 
assignment which shall not be irrevocable for a period of more than one year, 
or beyond the termination date of the applicable collective agreement, whichever 
oceurs sooner ; 

The first question raised by Mr. Tyson is as follows: 

Does the term “membership dues” in Section 302 (¢c) of the Act include initi- 
ation fees and assessments as well as regular periodic dues, particularly where 
the union constitution provides that such fees and assessments are included in 
the term “membership dues.” 

This identical question was presented to the Criminal Division as the result 
of the National Bituminous Coal Wage Agreement of 1947 which contained a 
provision for the check-off of membership dues, including initiation fees and 
assessments of the United Mine Workers of America and its various subdivisions, 
as authorized and approved by the International Union, UMWA. In a memoran- 
dum, dated July 10, 1947, we furnished the Attorney General with our views on 
this question, stating that initiation fees and assessments, being incidents of 
membership, should be considered as falling within the Classifi¢ation of “mem- 
bership dues.” We are still of this view. 

The second question raised by Mr. Tyson is as follows: 

Does Section 302 (¢c) prohibit an employer from honoring a written check-off 
iuthorization signed by an employee which provides that it may be revoked at the 
end of each year within a designated period prior to the end of the year, but if not 
so revoked shall continue to be irrevocable from year to year until revoked during 
the period designated for annual revocation. 

The proposed form of authorization follows the language of subsection (¢c) 
(4) of Section S02, with the additional proviso that the authorization “shall be 
automatically renewed.” In addition to the provision for revocation by the 
employee at the end of each successive year, authorization would automatically 
continue if written notice of revocation is not given the employer by the 
employee, 

The question whether the incorporation of an automatic renewal provision in 
the proposed form of authorization would be in violation of Section 802 (c) (4) 
is properly a matter for judicial interpretation. The legislative history of this 
act indicates that the main purpose of subsection (c) (4) was that the check-off 
authorization be given by the employee in writing, and, further, that such author 
zation “shall not be irrevocable for a period of more than one year, or beyond 
the termination date of the applicable collective agreement, whichever occurs 
sooner.” Even with the automatic renewal provision, the proposed form of 
authorization does not appear to be “irrevocable for a period of more than 
one year.” In view of this, we are of the opinion that the check-off under the 
proposed form of authorization would not appear to constitute a willful violation 
of subsection (c) (4), and, further, a case arising under this set of facts should 
not be considered an adequate basis for prosecution. 
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May 6, 1948. 
Mr. GEORGE WASHINGTON, 
Assistant Solicitor General, 
Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. 


Drar Mr. WASHINGTON: The Department of Labor has been asked to furnish 
the answers to a number of important questions which have arisen under the 
provisions of subsection (c) of section 302, title III, Labor-Management Relations 
Act, 1947, relating to the legality of certain types of check-off authorizations by 
union employees. The Department of Labor is not, of course, authorized to un- 
dertake to give any definite interpretation of the statutory provision in question. 
It feels, however, that it would be in the best interests of industrial peace and 
the stability of industrial relations to put at rest uncertainties which may exist 
at this time concerning its application, and which may impede the orderly and 
successful carrying on of collective bargaining negotiations. 

The questions to which I have referred have arisen in the following factual 
Situation. A large international union and a large manufacturing corporation 
are considering a form of check-off authorization addressed to the employer, 
to be signed by the employee, which reads as follows: 

“T hereby assign to Local Union No. : International Union, from any 
Wages earned or to be earned by me as your employee, the sum of $— per month 
and initiation fees and assessments, or such amount as may hereafter be estab- 
lished by the union and become due to it, as my membership dues in said union. 
I authorize and direct you to deduct such amounts from my first pay for each 
month and to remit the same to the Union. P 

“This assignment, authorization and direction shall become operative contempo 
raneous with the effective date of the new collective agreement between the 
Employer and the Union which shall succeed the current collective agreement 
between the same parties. 

“This assignment, authorization, and direction shall be irrevocable for the 
period of one (1) year, or until the termination of the said new collective agree 
ment between fhe Eniployer and the Union, whichever occurs sooner; and I 
agree and direct that this assignment, authorization and direction shall be au 
tomatically renewed, and shall be irrevocable for successive periods of one (1) 
year each or for the period of each succeeding applicable collective agreement 
between the Employer and the Union, whichever shall be shorter, unless written 
notice is given by me to the Employer and the Union not more than twenty (20) 
days and not less than ten (10) days prior to the expiration of each period of one 
(1) year, or of each applicable collective agreement between the Employer and 
the Union, whichever occurs sooner. 

“This authorization is made pursuant to the provisions of Section 3802 (c) of 
the Labor-Management Relations Act of 1947 and otherwise.” 

The constitution of the union which desires to utilize this form of check-off 
authorization has contained, from November 1947, the following provision : 

“Membership dues shall include the following financial obligations due and 
owing by a member or applicant for membership: 

“(a) Initiation or reinstatement fees, as the case may be, 

“(b) Monthly fees (hereinafter referred to as ‘Dues’ or ‘Monthly Dues’), 

“(c¢) Special fees (hereinafter referred to as ‘Assessments’) levied by the 
International Union or any of its subordinate bodies in accordance with the 
provisions of the International Union.” 

In view of the criminal penalties which are imposed in subsection (d) of Sec 
tion 802 for violation of subsection (¢) of Section 302, and which are applicable 
to employers as well as to unions und their officers, the negotiating parties are 
hesitant about adopting it unless they can be reasonably certain of freedom 
from criminal liability in doing so. The legality of the proposed type of check- 
off authorization is not only of great importance to the immediate parties con 
cerned, but has an important bearing on negotiations throughout the country 
between numerous labor organizations and employers. 

I realize that ordinarily such a matter is properly for the courts to decide in 
appropriate proceedings under Section 302 (d) of the Act. It may be. however, 
that the enforcement policy of the Department of Justice is sufficiently crystal 
lized at this time to permit vou to express an opinion as to the following two 
questions, which appear to be among the more important that have been raised. 

1. Does the term “membership dues” in Section 3802 (¢) of the Act include ini 
tiation fees and assessments as well as regular periodic dues, particularly where 
the union constitution provides that such fees and assessments are included in 
the term “membership dues” * 
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2. Does Section 802 (¢) prohibit an employer from honoring a written check- 
off authorization signed by an employee which provides that it may be revoked 
at the end of each year within a designated period prior to the end of the year, 
but if not so revoked shall continue to be irrevocable from year to year until 
revoked during the period designated for annual revocation ? 

As indicated above, I believe that your opinion on these two questions would 
do much to assist in settling difficult labor-management controversies and to 
remove Significant causes of industrial unrest. 

Very truly yours, 


WILLIAM S. Tyson, 
Solicitor of Labor 
Senator Samiru. Do you know who it was from, the Attorney Gen 
eral 4 

Mr. Harris. 1 believe that it was by the official who at that time 
was known asthe Assistant Solicitor General. 

Senator Smirn. To whom was that ruling made or issued? Te 
whom was the ruling issued / 

Mr. Harris. It was issued, as I recall, to the Solicitor of the 
Department. 

Senator Siri. At his request / 

Mr. Harris. The Solicitor of the Labor Department, L believe, 
wrote the Attorney General asking whether a certain form of check 
off, which included both dues and assessments, was permissible under 
section 302, and the ruling Was Ih response to this letter from the 
Labor Department. 

Senator Svaru. Did the ruling specifically refer to assessments for 
political purposes ¢ 

Mr. Harris. No: it Was Of) assessments generally. 

Senator Smiru. Was it in the form of a letter / 

Mr. Harris. I believe so. It was made public, however, and released 
as a ruling. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, again [ understood Mr. Pepper 
corn tO Say that 50 percent of his men contributed a dollaa of | 
membership contributed a dollar—to the PAC. 

Do you think that is a fair estimate of the contribution generally 
throughout the State of Ohio / 

Mr. Perrercorn. About 50 percent— 

Senator Smiru. Did I understand there were about 450,000 mem 
bers ¢ 

Mr. Perrercorn. No: 5,000. 

Senator Smiru. Inthe State of Ohio? 

Mr. Perrercorn. No, I am talking about my own 

Senator Hennines. The clothing workers. 

Senator Smiru. How many / 

Mr. Peprercorn. Approximately around 5,000 members, and we 
collected S2Z.575 in total. 

Senator Smiru. Would you think that that estimate of 50 percent, 


with your experience, with your local group, would be about the 
average over the State / 


: Labor 


hls 


or@anization. 


Mr. Perrercorn. I wouldn't know about the State. 

Senator Smiri. Would Mr. Harris have any opinion on that? 

Mr. Harris. My opinion is based solely on Mr. Clayman’s testi 
mony ot vesterday, which indicated that they collected S100,000 in 
the entire State. The Amaleamated in Cleveland thus did a good deal 
better than the CIO in Ohio, as a whole. 

Senator Smuiru. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Gitierre. Mr. Peppercorn, you say your organization col- 
lected $2,575 ¢ 

Mr. Peppercorn. That is right. 

Senator GILLETTE. Through t this means—what did you do with it? 

Mr. Perrercorn. We sent it to the various affiliates of the National 
Political Action Committee. 

Senator Gittetre. For what purpose ¢ 

Mr. Perrercorn. For political education and political activity. 

Senator Gitterre. It was the opinion of your organization, under 
advice of your counsel, that that would not be in v iolation of the pro- 
visions of the C orrupt Practices Act which, of course, embody the 
amendments that Senator Smith has read, and is now as follows: 

* * * or any labor organization to make a contribution or expenditure in 
connection with any election at which Presidential and Vice Presidential electors 
or a Senator or Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to 
Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary election or 
political convention or caucus held to select candidates for any of the foregoing 
offices, or for any candidate, political committee, or other person to accept or 
receive any contribution prohibited by this section. Every corporation or labor 
organization which makes any contribution or expenditure in violation of this 
section shall be fined not more than $5,000. 

It was your opinion, and is probably, on advice of your counsel, that 
an expenditure, the collection, receiving, and expenditure, of that fund 
was not in violation of the law that I have just read ¢ 

Mr. Peprrercorn. Can I have my counsel reply to your question, 
please, sir! 

Senator Gitiette. Why, of course. 

Mr. Harris. I would like to make one thing clear. We did not at 
any time advise anyone in advance of their doing this that this was 
a permissible or proper way to go about raising funds for the PAC. 

It was not our policy that they should raise them i in this fashion, as 
Mr. Peppercorn has stated ; it was not the Amalgamated’s policy; the 
dues, the few dollars worth of contributions which were secured here 
by assessment, that was done accidentally, and does not reflect the 
actual ‘policy of the organization or how to raise funds. 

Senator Guerre. Well, may I interrupt you, Mr. Harris, by stat- 
ing that I am not particularly inquiring as to the method under which 
you raised these contributions. 

My question is devoted to this point: This is a labor organization, i 
it not ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Which ? 

Senator Giterre. The organization that Mr. Peppercorn is con- 
nected with. 

Mr. Harris. Yes. 

Senator Girttetrre. That received these funds. Would it be your 
opinion, as an attorney, that the receiving of $2,575 by Mr. Pepper- 
corn’s organization, no matter how it was collected, but receiving it 
and expending it, as he stated it was expended, by sending it to another 
organization for the purpose of being used in this campaign of educa- 
tion, would it be your opinion that that was a violation of the Corrupt 
Practices Act that I have just read ? 

Mr. Harris. I would say, “No.” It is sent, as I understand it, 
to this other organization without any designation as to how it is to 
be used. 
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The other organization in question, or other organizations, it 
actually goes to three different branches, make certain ‘disbursements, 
which if made out of union funds are, perhaps, covered by section 
304. They make certain other disbursements which are not. 

The national PAC, for example—I have seen pamphlets they have 
put out on the administration’s policy in Korea, justifying our send- 
ing of troops to Korea. That sort of activity is not covered by section 
304. Neither is work on State or local elections; neither are regis 
tration campaigns. 

PAC is a permanent organization which engages in general educa- 
tional work, in registration drives, and also at times does make dis 
bursements in connection with the Federal elections covered by the 
statute. 

Now, I think you would need to know where the money—well, 
course, you can’t know because this was just a general ie 
made to PAC, 

Now, I will say this: That if PAC had known that of the, say, 
10 percent to the national office for some—I understand that of this 
total amount of $2,575, some one-tenth of that was derived by the 
check-off of assessments. 

If PAC had known that, it would have segregated that into a fund 
which would have been used only for purposes not covered by section 
304, that is, for general educational purposes, for registration drives. 
It would have put it into a fund from which, say, no contributions 
to candidates were made. 

Senator Gitterre. If I understand your interpretation, Mr. Harris, 
it is this: That your organization, or Mr. Peppercorn’s organization, 
Was simply acting as an intermediary for certain funds that were col 
lected and transmitted to this national organization, and if there was 
a Violation of the law that I have just read, it would be in the disbursal 
of the funds after they had passed from Peppercorn’s organization’s 
hands to the national group; is that your interpretation / 

Mr. Harris. | believe that is correct, Senator, taking the view least 
favorable to the PAC. 

Now, there was some discussion in the Senate at to what the act meant 
after the conference report—this provision wasn’t in the original 
Senate bill—— 

Senator Giuterre. Yes. 

Mr. Harris (continuing). It was passed by the House; but the 
conference accepted the House version. 

There was then some discussion in the Senate of this particular 
question you raised. 

Senator Taft stated that if money were derived from dues and 
went to an organization like PAC, and if PAC eventually spent it for 
some purpose covered by the act, by section 304, and then the union 
that gave it to PAC, assuming it had come out of a union treasury, 
would be guilty of a violation of the act. 

Now, I submit that that is a pretty dubious proposition, as a pro- 
position of criminal law. It amounts to saying that the contribution 
from the union to PAC, say, of funds taken out of the union treasury, 
dues money, is legal when made but becomes illegal maybe 6 months 
later if PAC spends the money for some purpose covered by the 
statute. I submit that that is rather far-fetched. 
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Senator Smira. Mr. Chairman, just a moment, will Mr. Harris 
provide for the committee the page in the Congressional Record and 
the date of the statement that he has just referre .d to that Senator Taft 
made / 

Mr. Harris. Yes: I will be glad to do that. 

Senator Guerre. Mr. Harris, I will say that the purpose of my 
question is to direct attention again to the goal of this subcommittee 
in the way of corrective legislation. Even under your statement of 
your interpret: ition and quotation that you have made from the Con- 
eressional Record, there is a difference of opinion as to interpretation, 

In this particular case, may I, in connection with your suggestion 
that Mr. Peppercorn’s group is acting as an intermediary collecting 
individual contributions and sending them to a labor organization, 
collecting it as a labor organization as an intermediary and sending it 
to a labor organization that disburses it, call your attention to the 
statement of Mr. Peppercorn and his statement given to this subcom- 
mittee this morning, and I quote: 

At the February 15, 1950, meeting of the joint board I reported on the political 
situation, including the active campaign of Senator Taft, and the assistance 
he was receiving from employers throughout the State in his efforts to be 
reelected. I mention the desirability of Our members being asked to make their 
individual contribution to the campaign. 

Now, there is no question, in the light of that statement that the 
individual contributions were collected by Mr. Peppercorn’s organi- 
zation for the purpose of political activity in the senatorial campaign, 
that that is what they were collected for. They were transmitted 
under the evidence here to another organization, and were not dis- 
bursed in the campaign by Mr. Peppercorn’s organization. 

Have you any comment on that 4 

Mr. Harris. Yes, Senator. I think this is one thing that we should 
get clear. If the contributions are what is called voluntary contribu- 
tions, if the shop steward goes around and asks the worker to give a 
buck for PAC, and the worker does, these are the funds that are 
called voluntary contributions. Now, those moneys so raised are not 
covered by this statute at all. 

During the discussion in the Senate, to which I have already ad- 
verted, it was repeatedly stated that money raised in that fashion 
would not be covered by the section, that volunt: ary contributions 
could be spent for political activity. that the ‘y could be given even as 
direct contributions, say, to a candidate for Senator. 

Now, the Attorney General had so ruled under the C rs Prac- 
tices Act earlier, and the C orrupt Practices Act—well, it was the 
Smith-Connally Act, actually—was identical in this aaa So that 
interpretation of the statute is clear. 

The legal question arises only because this $250 was inadvertently 
checked off. 

So the question then becomes whether this $250 is something other 
than an individual contribution. The question then becomes whether 
this $250 is dues money, to which the restrictions of section 304 apply. 

If they were individual contributions, it would not arise at all. 

Now, even on dues money, you would not only need to know whether 
it went into a Federal ane. The question is considerably more 
complicated than that, because many disbursements, even in connec- 
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tion with a campaign for Federal office, are held by the courts not to 
be covered by section 304. 

For example, the CIO News ran a story, an editorial by Phil Mur- 
ray, one time, urging its members to vote for Mr. Garmatz, who was 
then running for Congress in Baltimore. 

The CIO News is published largely out of dues money. The C1O 
and Mr. Murray were indicted for this disbursement. The Supreme 
Court held that that sort of disbursement did not fall within the 
statute. 

Again, an A. F. of L. painters’ local in Connecticut ran a political 
ad in the local paper, like the Amalgamated ad introduced here yes- 
terday. At that time, the Republican convention was meeting in 
Connecticut. This political ad urged that the Republican Members 
of Congress not be renominated by the convention and urged that 
workers vote against them if they were renominated. 

The painters’ local also bought time over a radio station. Their 
president made a speech to this same effect. 

All of this was paid for out of dues money. The court there, per- 
haps the most distinguished court in the land, the Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit, held that that sort of disbursement was not 
within the statute. 

So even if we assume that this $250 is not an individual voluntary 
contribution, if we assume that it was dues money, and even if it 
were taken to run ads against Senator Taft, that would not be a viola- 
tion of the statute as it has been construed by the courts. 

Now, finally, I would like to point out in connection with your gen- 
eral mission to inquire as to whether these laws need revising, that 
when this CIO case reached the Supreme Court, four of the nine 
judges said that the statute was entirely unconstitutional insofar as 
it sought to restrict expenditures by labor unions, expenditures as dis- 
tinguished from contributions. Four judges, of the Supreme Court 
said it was unconstitutional. No judge said it was constitutional. 
The other five construed the statute more narrowly than its wording 
would suggest. They construed it more narrowly than the Senate 
meant it to be construed because of doubts as to its constitutionality 
if it were held to cover publications in the CIO News. 

Now, the same is true in the painters’ case. The three distinguished 
judges of the court of appeals in New York held that the statute did 
not cover the use of union dues funds for political ads on the radio 
or in the hewspaper, because of their orave doubt that the statute 
would be constitutional if it did seek to reach such union expenditures. 

Senator Gitterre. Thank you, Mr. Harris. We do not need, as far 
as I am concerned, to pursue it any further. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman, might I ask one question ¢ 

On the grounds of what’ Freedom of speech? The first 
amendment ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Freedom of speech and assembly. 

Senator Hennings. Freedom of speech and assembly. I assume 
that would be the constitutional point, Mr. Harris. 

Mr. Harris. Yes, precisely. 

Senator Giuterte. It is our hope that possib ly as a result of this 
and other investigations we are making, the Congress may be able to 
write a statute on which there could be more comple te agreement in 
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the highest tribunal in the land than 5 to 4, in the opinion of those 
most eminent men. 

Mr. Harris. I would like to point out, Senator, that the restrictions 
which PAC has accepted on the use of union funds and its method of 
operations are far stricter and far more careful than the law requires 
and the court decisions require. In using union funds, we have in no 
way taken advantage to the extent we could of these decisions nar- 
rowing the statute out of constitutional necessity. We have leaned 
over backward, actually, to comply with the statute to a greater de- 
gree than is necessary. 

Senator GiteTre. That is very creditable, of course. It has been 
our experience that organizations have been far more assiduous in 
finding loopholes than they have to go beyond the intent of the law. 

Senator Smrrx. Mr. Chairman, may I just make an observation? 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. I do not want to go into a series of questions and 
I do not want to prolong this discussion. But in view of Mr. Pepper- 
corn’s statement that we, or he, was advised that all this check-off was 
not illegal, will Mr. Peppercorn and Mr. Harris provide for the com- 
mittee all letters and memos that came through on this matter prior 
to or subsequent to the election ? 

Mr. Harris. I thought I made it clear, Senator, that we had not 
told them to do it this way. There was no memo telling them to do it 
thisway. It was not CIO or PAC policy to have political funds raised 
in this fashion. So there is no such memorandum. 

Senator SmirH. I understood 

Mr. Harris. I was merely giving it as my opinion, now, that there 
is no violation. 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. Chairman, I was quoting from Mr. Peppercorn. I understood 
Mr. Peppercorn to say, and I just jotted it down, that he had been 
advised that it was not illegal. And I would like to ask Mr. Pepper- 
corn who advised him. 

Mr. Perrercorn. I did not say that. 

Senator Smiru. I am sorry. 

Mr. Perrercorn. That I had been advised. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Harris a ques- 
tion é 

Senator Gittetre. Senator Hennings. 

Seantor HenninGs. Mr. Harris, | want to compliment you upon 
your fine lawyer-like analysis of this, according to your understanding 
of it—— 

Mr. Harris. Thank you. 

Senator HenninGs (continuing). And what apparently indicates 
a painstaking preparation for your appearance here, perhaps as a 
result of your having to advise your clients on these matters from 
time to time as well. 

[ think you would greatly favor the committee if you would be 
good enough to furnish us the citations of these cases in point, so that 
our counsel may have them for reference when the appropriate time 
comes for us to consider the enactment or the suggestion of possible 
remedial legislation. 

Mr. Harris. I shall be glad to do that, Senator. 
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Senator Hennrn@s. I am interested particularly in the case relat- 
ing to the first amendment, which has caused some of us great concern 
when we have discussed the possible limitation of certain political or 
campaign activities by law. 

Thank you. 

Senator GItLeTrr. Senator Smith, did you have something else? 

Senator Smrru. Just one more observation, Mr. Chairman. 

If the record shows upon examination that I was correct in my un- 
derstanding that Mr. Peppercorn did refer to the matter of being ad- 
vised that the check-off was not illegal, will you supplement your 
statement, Mr. Peppercorn, for the benefit of the committee in ac 
cordance with my request ¢ 

Mr. Perrercorn. I suggested to our joint board members, or dele- 
gates of the joint board, that we raise voluntary contributions. I did 
not urge anyone, nor did I encourage anyone, to make deductions from 
people’s pay for political action. 

Senator SmirH. No, Mr. Peppercorn, I am sorry, you didn’t under- 
stand my question. I was going back to my request that you pro- 
vide, you or Mr. Harris or you and Mr. Harris provide, memos or 
letters to the effect that this was not illegal. As you remember i 
you did not say that in the testimony. As I remember it, you ory 

I thought after the examination of the hearings if it was found you 
did say so, would you and Mr. Harris get together and provide what- 
ever memos there are on this partic ‘ular matter for the members of 
the committee ? 

Mr. Harris. I can tell you right now, Senator, as I have told you 
before, they were not advised in advance that this was a legal or proper 
method of raising funds, because it is not the policy of PAC to raise 
funds in that fashion. There is no such aaa andum. 

Senator Smirn. I am referring to Mr. Pe ‘ppercorn’s statement, Mr. 
Harris, and I would like to have the records examined by the staff 
after the hearings are ready, and determine whether I am correct in 
remembering that there was a discussion on this where Mr. Pepper- 
corn was advised. 

Senator Gruuerre. After that examination if there is an explana- 
tory statement that Mr. Peppercorn wants to make in connection with 
this difference of recollection, it will be received and made part of his 
statement. 

Senator Smirn. That is right. 

Senator Giuterre. Anything further? 

All right, Mr. Peppercorn, we are very grateful to you and very 
grateful to Mr. Harris for your cooperation and he Ip. We appreciate 
it very much. 

Mr. Peppercorn, also may I say in the light of your condition as to 
your health, we regret that it was necessary to call you here, and we 
hope you have no ill effects. 

Mr. Perrercorn. Thank you. 

Senator GitterTe. Mr. Paul Wexler. 

Mr. Wexler, you will be sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you will present in this 
matter now in hearing before this subcommittee will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wexuer. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Giterre. Will you take a seat and let the photographers 
take your picture. On the record, while the photographers are taking 
their pictures, your name is Paul Wexler ? 


TESTIMONY OF PAUL WEXLER 


Mr. Wexier. Paul Wexler. 

Senator Gittette. Where do you live, Mr. Wexler? 

Mr. Wexter. Lorain, Ohio. ~ 

Senator Gritterre. And what is your business ? 

Mr. Wexurr. Manager of S. Weitz & Co., men’s clothing. 

Senator Giutetre. This is a manufacturing company / 

Mr. Wexuer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. And you are manager of the company ? 

Mr. Wexuer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gittetre. Do you hold any official position ? 

Mr. Wexier. Well, as a manager. 

Senator GitteTre. Outside of your business? 

Mr. Wexter. No. 

Senator Grutettre. Any governmental position ? 

Mr. Wexter. No. 

Senator Griterre. Local or otherwise. All right, I will turn you 
over to Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Margolis will conduct the interrogation, as with 
Mr. Peppercorn. 

Mr. Mareorts. Mr. Wexler, I ask you to identify this exhibit 74. 
We are interested in the check stub at the bottom, Mr. Wexler. Do 
you recognize that, Mr. Wexler? 

Mr. Wexier. Well, it isn’t original. 

Mr. Marcouts. It isn’t original; no. 

Mr. Wester. If I would see the original, probably I could say some- 
thing, but this is just a copy. 

Senator Gitterre. Will you speak a little louder, please ? 

Mr. Wexuirr. Yes, with pleasure. This is only a copy. 

Mr. Marcorts. Well, does that copy bear resemblance to the type 
of check stubs that were used in your plant at that time? 

Mr. Wexter. Oh, yes, I would say yes. 

Mr. Maroons. Are you familiar with the use of the check-off for 
the PAC, $1 check-off for the PAC at your plant? 

Mr. Wexter. No. 

Mr. Marcouts. You are not familiar with it at all. 

Mr. Wexter. I am not, because my position is management, to run 
the place, get out my production and quality, have charge of the people 
and that’s about all. When it comes to the checks, we have an office, 
a payroll. They make out the checks. 

Senator Guerre. Mr. Wexler, may I ask that you talk into the 
amplifier. Will you pull it in front of you so that we can hear more 
easily. 

Mr. Marconts. Is that office in Lorain? 

Mr. Wexter. Yes; we have an office in Lorain. 

Mr. Marconis. Are you familiar with the working of that office ? 

Mr. Wexter. Yes; in certain ways I am, but we have a bookkeeper 
that takes care of everything. 

Mr. Marcoris. Were you notified of this check-off at all? 
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Mr. Wexuer. The check-off? 

Mr. Maraouts. Yes: the deduction of $1 for PAC which is indi- 
eated in that stub. 

Mr. Wexuer. Well, I tell you. When it came to deduction, I really 
didn’t know till it came to my attention that they deduct, but the point 
is this. We have a chairman in the shop that attends the business. 

In oher words, we ain't got nothing to do—we have nothing to do 
with 

Now, it was made certain corrections which is not of my authority 
to look into it, but after that—in fact, I found out lately that it was 
deducted certain amount of money because the chairman gave au 
thority. 

In other words, he wasn’t able to collect. In other words, he didn’t 
have the time and they decided somehow that they didn’t have the 
dollar in time that he went around. In other words. he’s got to work 
for a living, too: and they decided that it should be deducted from 
their pay willingly. 

Mr. Marcouis. Who is the chairman of the shop? Is he a union 
official or a company offic: al 

Mr. Wexirr. Not a company official. The chairman of the shop 
belongs to the union. 

Mr. M aRGoLIS. And he has authority to make deductions, to author- 
ize deductions ¢ 

Mr. Wexier. Well, he hasn't got authority. They have meetings. 
They decided upon if, 

It is introduced in the meeting, the parliamentary rules they have: 
<0, When they decide, then he has an authority to take out the dollar 
if willing. If not, it’s vice versa. If somebody is against it, they 
don't deduct as far as my concern, but to mix in with them, I have 
no authority because I am working for S. Weitz & Co., and my job 

to conduct the business, hire people. 

Of course, they have a price and see that everything goes regular 
and nice, like a big family. Handle them right and do the right 
thing: that is all what I’m interested, but when it comes to other 
things, I am not interested at all. 

Mr. Marcouts. Have — ever objected to any deduction that has 
been made by the union, by the chairman of the shop? 

Mr. Wexter. Well, I tell vou. when it comes to a point like that 
and they have a meeting and they decide to take off, the majority rule: 

lL haven’t got : nv rights to vo over and tell them, “W hv do you do this 
and that?” It’s not under my jurisdiction. 

Mr. Marcouis. Have you been so advised by your corporation 
counsel ¢ 

Mr. Wexuier. I have no corporation counsel. I am only working 
for S. Weitz & Co. It’s what I know, all my knowledge, that I am 
doing the right thing; that’s all. 

Mr. M ARGOLIS. Would you have knowledge of the dollar amounts 
that were checked off in your plant i 

Mr. Wexier. Well, I tell you, when it came to investigation, really 
| Was surprised to see it, and they told me I rot to appear here before 
the Senate, which IT am proud to be here. 

And I wanted to look into details to see what it is all about, but re lly 
I didn’t know anything. In other words, I got nothing to do with the 
other side. My side is the management. 
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I went to look in and found out what it was collected, and so 
fot, which, according to my knowledge, it was in the right way. 
So, I went to find out “certain things; and, of course, I went in the 
office, and I said, “Have you got anything here to show or what ? I’ve 
got to go over there and answer intelligently what I know.’ 

So they gave me a letter and, of course, I looked into the checks 
that was deducted. This letter was not referred to me at all. It 
was referred to the girl in the office, in other words, that makes out 
the payroll. May I read it to you? 

Senator Gmterre. Certainly. 

Mr. Wexter (reading) : 

Miss JANE INNES, 
S. Weitz € Co., Lorain, Ohio. 

DrarR JANE: Enclosed is a list of members from whom $1 is to be deducted for 
a PAC contribution. 

I would appreciate it very much if you would please make a separate entry 
on the check-off sheets for this deduction so there will not be any confusion with 
the dollar deduction for the building fund. 

Melvin Remaklus will give you one more name to add to the list. 

That is the chairman. In other words, I personally got nothing 
to do. 

It’s signed “Sincerely, A. Ryan, Cleveland Joint Board, A. C. W. 
of A.” 

That’s what I know. And here I have the few names that she took 
off that they paid a dollar; but, as far as my concern, I got a big family 
there, a little over 300 people, and I try to deal with them and make 
myself an old man, to be a father to them and treat them right and 
vet the best I can from them. 

In the meantime I see that they make a nice living, but I never heard 
under my supervision since I’m there that anybody should come to 
me and make a complaint. It was absolutely voluntary. 

And, as I said before, I have absolutely nothing to do with it. I 
am working for S. Weitz & Co.. and this is an absolutely a aaa 
thing. Why I was brought in, I figure, well, I am the manager. I 
shouldn’t even be brought into this thing, but it’s more than appre- 
ciated that I came before this Senate committee to say these few words. 

Mr. Marcouts. Mr. Wexler, could we have that letter ? 

Mr. Wexier. Will you return it to me? 

Mr. Marcouts. No; we would rather have it in our record. 

Mr. Wexier. I would like to have a copy. 

Mr. Marcouts. We can make a copy for you. 

Mr. Chairman, I request that this letter be identified and marked 
as exhibit No. 136. It is from the Cleveland Joint Board, Amalga- 
mated Clothing Workers of America, 2227-39 Payne Avenue, and it 
is addressed “Miss Jane Innes, S. Weitz & Co., 1205 Bro: idway, Lorain, 
Ohio,” and signed “A. Ryan, Cleveland Joint Board, A. C. W. of A.” 

Senator Gitterre. After being properly identified, it will be 
received as part of the record. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 136” 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Wexter. And, by the way, this letter was referred to me when 
he had your investigation. I really didn’t know. He came to my 
office and he showed me credentials, of course. He said he came from 
the Senate investigators. I said, “It will be a pleasure.” I didn’t know 
what tosay anyway. I didn’t know what it’s all about. 
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o, he came in, made him comfortable. Sits down in my ollice. 
What it’s all about? He told me something. 

I said I really don’t know, which is the truth. My interest is for 
the firm to handle the people right and see there is harmony between 
them, and that I get a day’s work intelligently according to the rules. 

Now I have here three chee ks. I looked it over. These checks should 
not be in my hands, but that’s all right. I have one check here that 

says April 24, 1950, $5; April 17, $98; and May 1, 1950, $1. The total 
is there, $104, I think. 

Senator Gutterre. What are these checks that you refer to? 

Mr. Wexuer. These checks was when we sent them the money. 

Senator GILLETTE. Sent who the money ? 

Mr. Wexter. The collections that we had; the collections right on 
there that shows on the bottom. 

Senator HENNINGs. Sent to the union or the PAC / 

Mr. Wexter. No: we sent to no PAC, 

Senator HenNNINGS. You sent to the union ? 

Mr. Wexter. No; it’s sent to the main office and they sign it when 
it’s deducted. 

Senator Guterre. Are those checks drawn by employees of your 
organization? Are those checks drawn and signed by the employees ¢ 

Mr. Wex.er. Not by the employees. We deduct it in our office at 
1205 Broadway, Lorain. 

Senator Gmtetre. Well, who are the people who drew the checks; 
not their names but who do they represent ? 

Mr. Wexter. Well, it’s S. Weitz & Co. It’s the payroll that you 
take off. 

Senator GrtterTr. Who are the checks payable to ? 

Mr. WEXLER. Payable to the Cleveland Joint Board, A; G. W. of A. 

Senator Giterre. And they were drawn by your employees, the 
checks ? 

Mr. Wexter. No. We make another payroll in Cleveland. We 
have got an office there. We send the checks to Cleveland, where they 
sign it. 

In other words, we have no authority whatsoever to take off any 
money or what, because the checks are made out, they’re sent out, say, 
Thursday ; they're returned on Friday, and it’s given out on next 
Tuesday to each employee, the wages. 

Senator Guuerre. If I understand it—it is my slowness in under 
standing, sir—these three checks were drawn by employees of your 
organization payable to your company ? 

Mr. Wexter. No, no. We have a deductible payroll, and when it’s 
dedueted—-— 

Senator Hennines. It is a company check to the union as a result 
of the check-off ? 

Mr. Wexier. Right. 

Senator Henninos. And representing the funds collected from the 
check off ? 

Mr. Wexter. Right. Thank you. 

Senator Hennincs. That is the usual practice? 

Mr. Wexter. That is right. 

Senator Hennings. The workers’ funds collected by you and paid to 
the union ? i . 

Mr. Wex er. Absolutely. Thank you. 
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Senator Gittetre. These represent the check-off of the dollar con- 
tribution ? 

Mr. Wexter. Absolutely right, Senator. 

Senator Gmuterre. And what you did with them after they were 
checked off ? 

Mr. Wexter. That is right. 

Senator GiLLeTre. You sent these checks, signed by S. Weitz & Co., 
payable to the Cleveland Joint Board A. C. W. of A.? 

Mr. Wexter. Absolutely right. 

Senator Giterre. And they show endorsement as cash by the payee # 

Mr. Wexter. That is right. What we deduct from the payroll is 
taken off like different things what they have there. 

Senator Gitterre. Who instructed you where to pay this? 

Mr. Wexier. Well, I was not instructed. As I said before, the 
chairman takes off, gave the party in my office to deduct a dollar. 

Senator GILuetrre. I see. 

Mr. Wexter. And that dollar is deducted by the payroll. 

Senator Gituerre. I understand that. 

Mr. Wexcer. And, from their office, it was sent in to the union. 

Senator Gituterre. These canceled checks identified as exhibits will 
be received and made part of the record, without objection. 

Mr. Wexvier. But, may I repeat again, I walk around the floor 
between so many people every minute in the day, and, as God’s word, 
nobody ever came over to me and told me anything about that they 
didn’t want to pay. It was everybody willing. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Monroney ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Wexler, how many members of the union 
do you have in your plant / 

Mr. Wexier. It varies at times. I had already as far as 325, and 
according to business is not so hot, we tried to lower a little bit and 
try to keep the thing going. 

Senator Monroney. At the time this check-off was made 

Mr. Wexuier. It was, I should say, about 281, if I am not mistaken. 

Senator Monroney. And you do not know why only 104 were 
tabbed for the $1 check-off ? 

Mr. Wexier. You see, it is a funny thing. You come over here 
to a worker, let’s say, and they are willing to give you a dollar, be- 
cause there are so many things that I see there they are doing, and 
they didn’t have the money. So, they instructed the chairman to 
deduct a dollar. 

Senator Hennincs. Mr. Chairman, then I take it that part of the 
disparity might be accounted for by the fact that some of the workers 
had paid the money in cash 

Mr. Wexurr. Right. 

Senator Hennines. They took it out of their pockets. 

Mr. Wexuer. Right. 

Senator Hennineos. Other fellows did not have the dollar and said, 
“Take it out of my pay”! 

Mr. Wexirr. No, no. Tle cannot do that himself, unless they per 
mit it. 

Senator ITennines. Lunderstand that. You take it out. 

Mr. Wexver. If he comes over and tells my bookkeeper here, it was 
such that you had better take out the dollar—— 
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Senator Henninas. I do not express myself clearly, or well. All 
I mean to say is that some people take the dollar out of their pocket 
and give it to the union for the contribution. You do not know any- 
thing about that ? 

Mr. Wexier. May I say a word? 

Senator Hennrnes. You know nothing about that? 

Mr. Wexcer. I don’t know anything about it. 

Senator Hennines. That is right. That is just what I say 

Now, other people who did not want to give a dollar at the time 
authorized you to check the dollar off ¢ 

Mr. Wexier. Nobody authorized me. 

Senator Hennrines. Well, not you individually —— 

Mr. Wexuer. Nobody authorized me. No, no. I am sorry, Sena- 
tor. Let’s straighten this out. Let’s straighten it out. 

We have a chairman in the shop. 

Senator Henninas. Yes. 

Mr. Wrexurer. He represents the people. 

Senator Hennings. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wexier. And when they decide between themselves, “Well, I 
haven't got the money,” when it comes to pay, “take off a dollar.” 

Senator Hennings. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wexter. So it is every organization that way, as far as that 
goes. 

Senator Hennines. Surely. 

Mr. Wexter. But to go forward and say you must, and I have to do 
something, it is my right hand, nothing doing. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Wexler, I did not make it clear to you. I 
am sorry. All I meant to say was that some people gave a dollar to 
you and other people, without the money, authorized ‘the check-off. 

Mr. Wexier. That is right. 

Senator Hennings. Thank you. 

Mr. Wexuier. Thank you. 

Senator GinLerre. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiru. | have no questions, 

Mr. Marcouis. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer a check drawn 
by S. Weitz & Co., No. 32224, as exhibit No. 139; check No. 32086, as 
exhibit No. 137: and check No. 32161 as exhibit No. 138. 

Senator Gitterre. Thank vou, Mr. Margolis. 

(The checks referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 137, 138, and 
139,” respectively, for identification, and will be found in the files 
of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Gitterre. Thank you, Mr. Wexler. 

Mr. Wexier. I thank you. 

Senator GitLetre. We appreciate your coming. 

Mr. Wexier. Senator Gillette, it was a pleasure speaking to you, 
and to you gentlemen and Mrs. Smith. Thank you a lot. 

Senator Hennines, Thank vou. 

Mr. Wexier. Now can I go back to my wife 

Senator Gitterre. Indeed you can. 

Mr. Wexuer. Thank you. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Phil Hannah. 

Mr. Hannah, will you raise your right hand, please / 
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Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you will present in this 
matter now in hearing before the subcommittee shall be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF PHIL HANNAH, SECRETARY-TREASURER, OHIO 
STATE FEDERATION OF LABOR 


Senator Giuterre. Your name is Phil Hannah? 

Mr. Hannan. That is right, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. Where is your residence 4 

Mr. Hannan. Columbus, Ohio. 

Senator Gitterre. Are you appearing here in an official capacity ? 

Mr. Hannan. I am appearing here as the secretary-treasurer of the 
Ohio State Federation of Labor. 

Senator GiLtterre. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Hannah, you have been in attendance at these hearings since 
their commencement, have you not? 

Mr. Hannan. That is right, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moorr. And you have listened to the testimony of Mr. Clayman, 
of the CIO, have you? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, can you explain for the benefit of the com- 
mittee, and briefly, Mr. Hannah, if you will, please, the role played by 
the AFL Political League in the 1950 Ohio election campaign ? 

Mr. Hannan. The AFL League joined with the United Mine Work- 
ers, the CIO, the machinists’ organization, and the various railroad 
brotherhoods in the formation of a united labor committee. And the 
AFL participated in the function of that United Labor League. 

Mr. Moore. Was that the name of that committee, the United Labor 
League ? 

Mr. Hannan. The United Labor League of Ohio, ves, sir. 

Mr. Moore. And you were cochairman of that with Mr. Clayman, 
were you not? 

Mr. Hannan. I was the cochairman of the United Labor League, 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Did that United Labor League have periodic meetings 
during the course of the campaign ? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, sir, we had many meetings. 

Mr. Moore. Do you mean frequently, with regularity, or just as it 
became necessary ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Just as it became necessary. However, I think it was 
decided that we would meet about twice a month. 

Mr. Moorr. Were minutes kept of those meetings, Mr. Hannah? 

Mr. Hannan. There were no minutes kept. It was quite informal. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, during the course of your meetings in those ses- 
sions, did you discuss,, for example, the research and publication of 
the comic book which Mr. Clayman testified about in these proceed- 
ings ? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, we did, Mr. Moore. There was considerable dis- 
cussion about it, whether it was feasible or advisable. whether we 
should spend our money for some other project. I can recall quite 
vividly the discussion of a motion picture in heu of the book. 
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Mr. Moore. As Mr. Clayman testified ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Yes. And some folks favored the motion picture. 
Then we thought it would be altogether too cumbersome, getting 
eople in to see the movie, and it was finally decided on the comic 
Bt 

Mr. Moore. Did you discuss the publication of the comic book with 
members of the Ohio State Federation of Labor Political League? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, sir. Many of the members were in attendance 
at the joint meeting when we discussed the comic book. 

Mr. Moore. And do you accept as a correct statement of the facts 
Mr. Clayman’s testimony that the major part of the research in con 
nection with both the comic book and the Speakers’ Handbook was 
performed by the ClO? 

Mr. Hannan. I would accept that as correct, sir, that the major 
part of the research was done by the CLO, on both the comic book and 
on the Speakers’ Handbook. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, in connection with each publication, did you 
have an opportunity prior to its release to approve material ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, I did. I remember a meeting with the CIO 
group relative to the comic book when we had it drafted in a rough 
form, and I remember going over it and approving it. 

Mr. Moore. And did you and members of your organization—by 
that I mean the Federation of Labor’s Political League of Ohio—dur- 
ing the course of the campaign make use of both the handbook and 
engage in the distribution of the comic book ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, we did. It was agreed that out of an allocation 
of the 1 million copies, I think we got 300 and some thousand, and I 
think the miners got—I remember setting up the allocation—L think 
the miners got 100,000 and I think the machinists got so many and 
the brotherhoods and the CIO, and we made use of them and distrib 
uted them. 

Mr. Moore. Now, vou have in the A. F. of L. set-up the State Feder 
ation of Labor and the politic: il le ague ° is that correct / 

Mr. Hannan. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Moore. You hi ave the Federation ot Labor proper ancl also 
the political league, is that right? 

Mr. a That is right, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Can you quickly describe for the committee the distin: 
tion between the two, and their functions? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, I think I can. Well, the Ohio Federation of 
Labor is the federation ot A. F, of L. unions in the State ot Ohio. 
It has been operating for about 66 vears. It derives its revenue from a 
tax of 4 cents per member per month for each individual in the 
various affiliated local unions, and they submit the tax regularly. Its 
chie f functions are to correlate the activities of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor in Ohio, to formulate police) v. to look over the legislative 
activities in the General Assembly of Ohio, and by far and Var 


re TO 


serve as the parent body in the State of Ohio, whereas the league 
itself is a separate ent ity. 

The league is the political arm of the Ohio State Federation of 
Labor, and it received its revenues from the various voluntary con- 
tributions. Its purpose was to help elect legislators and men to public 
oflice whom we considered friendly to labor. That woes bot hy for State 
and local oflices and for Federa! candidates as well. 
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Mr. Moore. Now, then, Mr. Hannah, the Ohio State Federation 
of Labor Political League received contributions of about $70,750.17 
during the 1950 campaign; is that correct ? 

Mr. Hannan. That was $70,750.17; that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Moore. As reflected in the statement which you filed with the 
secretary of state, Form No, 231—A? 

Mr. Hannan. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Moore. I offer that, Mr. Chairman, as exhibit No. 140. 

Senator Giuuterre. That will be received and made part of the 
record. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 140” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. You also, Mr. Hannah, filed a report with the secretary 
of state in Columbus on behalf of the Ohio State Federation of Labor; 
is that not correct ? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes: if I reeall, I think that was for $7,500. 

Mr. Moore. $7,500. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that that be marked as 
“Exhibit No. 141.” 

Senator Giuuterre. It will be received. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 141” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, do you have copies of these two? 

Mr. Hannan. I have a copy of the league. I did not bring a copy 
of the State Federation of Labor. But I am acquainted with the 
two items that are in there. 

Mr. Moore. You are acquainted with the two items / 

Mr. Hannan. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. The Ohio State Federation of Labor shows a contri- 
bution from the political league in the sum of $7,500; is that cor- 
rect, sir? 

Mr. Hannan. That is right. 

Mr. Moorr. And that you disbursed to the Farmers for Ferguson 
Committee in the sum of $5,000 and to Henry Busch in the sum 
of 82.500? 

Mr. Hannan. That is right, 

Mr. Moorr. Can you briefly - ser ribe for the committee the cirecum- 
stances surrounding those rece ipts and disbursements of the S7.500 7 

Mr. Hannan. Yes: Tecan. As Mr. Clayman explained to you, we 
had set up a tentative budget of about $105,000 for the United Labor 
League, and it so happens that Mr. Clayman’s money came in first, 
and therefore he paid the first $35,000 of bills. That should have 
been allocated to the various unions. However, we did not have the 
money at the time, and then after Mr. Clayman paid his bills, he 
was tl hrough. 

I got. suffic ient funds to meet our end of it, and we assumed that 
there wonld be some limitations, and therefore in order to meet the 
payment, we made a contribution to the Ohio Federation of Labor, 
so that it as an independent organization could make the contribu- 
tion to the Farmers for Ferguson and the Citizens for Mr. Busch. 

Mr. Moore. Did not the political league of the Federation of Labor 
also make contributions to the Farmers for Ferguson Committee 7 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. And do you recall the amount of the direct contribu- 
tion by the political league ? 
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Mr. Hannan. To the Farmers for Ferguson? I don’t have the 
total, but they are all in there. Probably your staff hi as totaled it up. 

Mr. Moore. But the facts are, Mr. Hannah, that separate contribu- 
tions were made by each organization; is that correct 

Mr. Hannan. Separate contributions made by the league and—_—— 

Mr. Moore. ” t so that we can pin it down here to your report, 
the report filed by the political league indicates a contribution of 
$5,000 to the Farmers for Ferguson Committee. Now, you also show 
on the report of the Federation of Labor the contribution of $5,000 
to which you referred a moment ago. 

Mr. Hannan, That is right, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Is that not also, the separate contributions there, the 
second one for 85.000, the result of your own interprets ition of the 
law in the sense that you felt it necessary to limit contributions by 
one Ore: WnIZ: ition to Sd, ‘0002 

Mr. Hannan. That is right, sir. We were of the poinion that there 
may be a limit, and you have to understand that it was an offset 
like—if we had all of the money in at one time, then it could have 
heen allocated properly by each of the organizations not going over 
the limit. But it was merely an offset because Mr. Clayman had paid 
the first $35,000. 

Mr. Moorr. Were you advised by counsel, Mr. Hannah, that you 
hada ceiling of $5,000 4 

Mr. Hannan. Yes: we received the advice that there was a ceiling 
of $5,000. 

Mr. Moore. That it was. therefore, desirable to create another 
organization which might be the conduit for the transmission of addi- 
tional funds to the Farmers for Ferguson Committee; is that correct? 

Mr. Hannan. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. So that in practical effect, the second organization- 
the contribution, the second contribution, was pretty much a book 
transaction: is that not so? 

Mr. Hannan. Well, it was a book transaction, but it. neverthe- 
less—both organizations were independent and, therefore, it was a 
contribution from the Ohio Federation of Labor for $5,000 to Farmers 
for Ferguson, and a contribution from the political league for $5,000. 
It was a procedure that I think is all right. 

Mr. Moore. In all events, vou were so advised by counsel : is that 
correct / 

Mr. Hannan. Yes: that is correct. 

Mr. Moorr. Your statement also indicates—by your statement I 
mean the labor's political league statement—a contribution to D. R. 
Sharpe in the amount of $1,500. Do vou recall the circumstances 
surrounding that transaction, that contribution / 

Mr. HANN AH. Yes: I clo. Mr. Sharpe was very active with his 
committee, and there were expenses entailed, and I agreed to assume 
it, and paid Mar. Sharpe’s committee $1,500, 

Mr. Moore. That was for committee activities ? 

Mr. Hannan. That was for committee activity, independent en 
tirely of the labor committee. 

Mr. Mo ore. Well, this disbursement appears on the return of the 
federation of labor’s political league. 

Mr. Hannan. Yes; we made the payment, sir. 
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Mr. Moore. What did you mean by your statement a moment ago 
that it was for activity other than, did you say, labor activity ? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes; it was for Mr. Sharpe’s committee, the same as 
the Citizens’ Committee for Ferguson. 

Mr. Moore. What was Mr. Sharpe’s committee / 

Mr. Hannan. Mr. Sharpe’s committee was doing some work 
behalf of Ferguson for Senator. 

Mr. Moore. What was the name of his committee / 

Mr. Hannan. That was my understanding. 1 don’t know whether 
he had a formal committee or not, Mr. Moore; I do not know, but 
I do know Mr. Sharpe was doing some work for the Ferguson 
campaign. 

Mr. Moors. I see. 

Mr. Hannah, I call to your attention an exhibit introduced in these 
proceedings by Senator Taft, marked “Exhibit 33—A,” consisting 
and being a leaflet with a caption on the front page “Robert A. Taft. 
The record of his 12-year fight against the general welfare of the 
American people,” indicating also on the lower half of the front page 
that it was reprinted from ‘the ( Catering Industry Employee of the 
Hotel and Restaurant Employees and Bartenders International 
Union, A. F. of L. 

Mr. Hannan. Yes; I havea copy. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have a copy ? 

Mr. Hannan. Do you want me to give you an explanation—— 

Mr. Moore. May I ask you the question? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Was the publication of this leaflet discussed with 
counsel ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Discussed with counsel ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. Hannan. I do not know, in view of the fact that the hotel and 
restaurant organization did that itself; I have no knowledge as to 
whether that was done with consulting counsel or not. 

Mr. Moore. You yourself had nothing to do with this publication ? 

Mr. Hannan. Nothing to do with it at all. It was done independ- 
ently by the hotel and restaurant workers. 

Mr. Moore. I see. 

Their headquarters are in Cincinnati, Ohio, are they not ? 

Mr. Hannan. Cincinnati, that is right, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Did you have any other statement to make in connection 
with this ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. With that pamphlet ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. Hannan. No. 

Mr. Moore. Is it correct that the pamphlet does indicate that you 
or that this organization borrowed from the black book and the hand- 
book for the contents of this? 

Mr. Hannan. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Moore. You had not read it / 

Mr. Hannan. I have read it, but I don’t know whether they bor- 
rowed from the black book or not. 

Mr. Moore. You have not compared the two publications? 

Mr. Hannan. No, I have not. 
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Mr. Moore. Are we correct in our deduction, Mr. Hannah, from 
your testimony and reports, that it is your opinion that expenditures 
for political education are not technically for campaign purposes and, 
therefore, do not have to be reported ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Well, it is our opinion that political education, that 
you can use Treasury funds for that; that there is no law prohibiting 
that, and it has always been our interpretation that as far as funds 
for Federal offices, that we have had to have voluntary contributions; 
they had to be contributed voluntarily. 

We have also had the understanding, as far as State and local offices 
are concerned, that if we so desired we could use money out of the 
treasury, and the money that was spent in Ferguson’s behalf was 
voluntary contributions from our league in Washington, from the 
machinists’ organization, who had collected it voluntarily, from the 
Railway Labor League, and from the money that the federation of 
labor in Ohio collected voluntarily. 

Mr. Moore. Does the league he adquarters in Washington get out 
memoranda advising you of that interpretation of the law which you 
have just related ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Yes: and we have so advised our people, that treas- 
ury money could not be used against Federal candidates, and we try 
to live up to that as best as we possibly could. 

I don’t know of any of dues-paying money that was used in behalf 
of Mr. Ferguson’s campaign. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you have in your posession now or could you pro- 
vide the subcommittee, Mr. Hannah, with copies of representative 
publications of that kind, publications or memoranda of instructions? 

Mr. Hannan. No, I do not have any with me. I remember when 
Mr. Margolis was in my office I gave him a file of all the letters that 
[ had sent out to the A. F. of L. in Ohio with regard to political ac- 
tion. Whether a letter is in there or not, I do not know. 

Mr. Moore. I see. The documents to which you referred, these 
documents which appear . be news releases bearing the letterhead, 

“Qhio State Federation of Labor, 405 Atlas Building, Columbus, 
Ohio.” I hand you this batch of releases for identification, and I ask 
you to identify them. 

Mr. Hannan. I don’t know whether the instructions are among 
these letters or not, but in any event our people were informed at 
meetings and various and sundry other ways, through their com- 
mittees. 

Yes, these are mv letters. 

Mr. Moore. I would like to have those letters marked for identi- 
fication, Mr. Chairman, as the exhibit next in number, being No. 
142. 

Senator Gitterre. They will be properly marked and received. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits No. 142” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Moore. I would also like to have marked for identification 
similarly a batch of press releases of the Political Education League, 
which the witness is presently examining, as exhibit No. 143 

Senator Giuuterre. They will be so marked and received. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 143” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 
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Mr. Moore. Will you describe the second batch of releases that you 
have? 

Mr. Hannan. I notice in this one letter that I specifically say, “T he 
trade-union money can be used legally for an educational program,” 
and go on to state that money for an educational progr am—providing 
it doesn’t have anything to do with Federal candidates, such as regis- 
tration, such as acquainting them with the records of the General 
Assembly, and the records of their Congressmen—I think there was 
one letter, 1 am not sure whether it is here or not, outlining in detail 
our prohibitions on using dues money for Federal candidates. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, to save time, if it appears that we do 
not have the letter to which the witness refers in that particular file, 
1 will ask Mr. Hannah to make it available to us, and will incorpo- 
rate it as part of this exhibit. 

Mr. Hannan. If I have it. I know I gave Mr. Margolis the whole 
file and probably that letter wasn’t among it. I don’t know. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, you will have a copy of it among your 
files ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Yes: I would have, Senator. 

Senator Guerre. And you will furnish it to counsel ? 

Mr. ee I would be very happy to. 

Mr. Moore. For our record, I would like, Mr. Hannah, for you to 
to identify this publication, the Cleveland Citizen, and ask you if 
that is not an official publication, this issue being No. 3111, October 
13, 1950 ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. The Cleveland Citizen, sir, is the official publication 
of the Cleveland Federation of Labor, and has been endorsed by the 
Cleveland Federation of Labor as the official publication; yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Do you know, roughly, the circulation of that news- 
paper ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. I wouldn't know, roughly, no. I wouldn’t know. 

(The publication referred to was marked “Exhibit 144,” and will 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Is it distributed widely throughout the United States 
as well as Ohio? 

Mr. Hannan. It is concentrated more in the Cleveland area, sir. 
However, I do think they have some out-of-State subscriptions; 1 
don’t know how many. 

Mr. Moore. But it is also distributed throughout the State as well 
as in Cleveland 4 

Mr. Hannan. Not—the bulk of their subscription seems to be in 
Cleveland, in the Cleveland area, because other areas have their 

labor paper, and I don’t know just, outside of Cleveland, what their 
subse ription would be. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions of this 
witness. I do, however, want at this time, if the Chair permits, to 
ask to have marked for identification three other statements of re- 
ceipts and expenditures. They do not bear the signature of this 
Witness, but they are A. F. of L. reports. 

I shall identify them as No. 1, the Hotel and Restaurant Work- 
ers and Bartenders League for Political Education report: the sec- 
ond, the Ohio Typographical Conference Political Education Com- 
mittee; and the third the Ohio State Machinists Nonpartisan Politi- 
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cal League. That is not, it is my understanding, a branch of the 
A. F. of L.; it is, I believe, an independent organization ? 

Mr. Hannan. It was independent at that time. Now they are af- 
filiated with the A. F. of L. 

Mr. Moore. They are presently affiliated ? 

Mr. Hannan. They are presently affiliated. 

Mr. Moorr. But at the time this report was filed in November 1950 
they were not 4 

Mr. Hannan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, I request these exhibits be marked, 1 
spectively, exhibits 145, 146, and 147. 

(The documents above referred to were marked exhibits No. 146. 
No. 146, and No. 147, respectively, for identification and will be found 
in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. There are no further questions that I have, Mr. Chair- 
man, 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Hannah, do you consider that the tone of 
the Taft campaign, in attacking his opposition, was designed to leave 
the impression that it was Communist-inspired, had Communist ante- 
cedents, and that generally it was an issue, according to their publicity, 
that was sent State-wide, that the opposition was dominated by com- 
munism ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. I would say, Senator, that the tone of the campaign 
left the impression thi at the labor support was tainted, and Mr. Taft 
emphasized partic ularly the CLO. Fis seldom did he refer to the 
United Labor Committee, the A. F. of L. or the machinists or the 
miners, 

Even actions of the United Labor Committee. official actions, he 
would brand the next day as an action of the CIO. The whole 
strategy of Mr. Taft was to emphasize that this was a CIO campaign 
against him, and left the implication that it was tainted with red. 

Senator Monronry. Do you consider it was damaging to the gen 
eral labor movement to continue the charge that it was Communist- 
inspired or Communist-blueprinted? I believe he referred to the 
fact, in his testimony before this eres that the blueprint of 
the entire campaign had been made by a Communist who is now 
under conviction, | believe. 

Mr. Hannan. I thought it was damaging, and I thought it was 
unfair of Mr. Taft, because his charges were utterly groundless. 
There was no evidence of any sort that the Communists were involved 
in the campaign. I never heard of the Communists, as a matter of 
fact. I don’t know Gus Hall. The only Hall that I knew of in 
the campaign was someone that was heading up Taft’s labor com- 
mittee from the pottery workers in East Liverpool. 1 think it 
Was damaging. 

Senator Monroney. So far as you know—and you are well ac 
quainted with all of the men who were active in the opposition to 
Catt were there any Communists or former Communists or persons 
who had been identified as Communists by any of the Government 
agencies, connected with the campaign ‘ 

Mr. Hannan. Honestly, Senator, 1 didn’t know of a single one as 
faras the labor group is concerned, 

Senator Monroney. Asa matter of fact, both the A. F. of L. and the 
CIO have themselves done their utmost to rid their unions of a 
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Communist leadership or even Communist membership, have they 
not ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. That is right; and we would be the last people in 
the world to tolerate any C ‘communists in a committee, and probably 
the first to suspect if there were any Communists. 

Senator Monroney. You would be at a point where you could see 
their activity if they were busy or trying to take over positions of 
control 

Mr. Hannan. That is right, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And the charge of communism and Communist 
inspiration of the origin of his opposition, so far as you are concerned 
was absolutely false and misleading ? 

Mr. Hannan. Absolutely false “and unfair and unjustifiable. 

Senator Monronry. Do you think that Senator Taft knew that they 
were unfair and unjustified ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. I am entitled to my opinion, yes, and I think—— 

Senator Monroney. That is all I have. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Henninos. No questions. 

Senator G1ILLerre. Senator Smith ? 

Senator SmirH. I have just a very few. 

Mr. Hannah, the statement of receipts and expenditures of the Ohio 
Federation of Labor, political league, filed by you as secretary-treas- 
urer indicates contributions from affiliated local unions in the amount 
of $21,398.79. Do you have a list of the unions making such contribu- 
tions, and how much were made? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator SmirxH. Will you provide them for the committee / 

Mr. Hannan. Do you want me to read them / 

Senator SmirH. No, not necessarily, if they can be provided for the 
committee. 

Senator GitLerre. Make them available later. 

Mr. Hannan. All right; I will be very happy to. 

Senator Smrrn. For the record. Were these contributions paid 
directly from the union treasuries / 

Mr. Hannan. These contributions were made, as I understand, from 
individual contributions, and then the union itself, if it collected $500, 
would submit a check to the Ohio Federation of Labor’s league for 
$500 with a letter explaining that these were collected from individual 
members of the union. 

Senator Smiru. Why, then, Mr. Hannah, were the contributions 
from the individuals and affiliated local unions lumped in one sum in 
the report rather than listing individually, showing the source of 
the contribution, as required by the Ohio law ? 

Mr. Hannan. Well, I will tell you, Senator. That has been the 
customary practice, and done for a long time, of listing $1,200 from 
Ohio unions, and we haven’t submitted the names. It’s just been a 
matter of custom and practice, and I think practically every candidate 
in the State of Ohio files along those same lines. 

Senator SmirH. In other words, it’s been the custom and the practice 
to disregard that part of the law by many people throughout the 
State through the years ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. I don’t know whether it’s disregarding it consciously 
or not, Senator, but it is a matter of probably not knowing that you 
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are supposed to list each individual 25 cents or a dollar, but I know 
in reviewing many of them the candidates will say, “Received $5,000 
from individus ils* without listing the individu: ils themselves. 

Senator Smitu. I would say to you, as I did yesterday, there is 
little use for this committee to continue our effort in making laws if 
they are not going to be followed or endorsed, and this seems to be a 
custom that has been going along for many years, not by any one side 
or the other but by a wood mi iny people, and is something that per- 
haps should be looked into and avoided, or strengthened, if we are 
going to continue to have it as the law; is that not correct 
~ Mr. Hannan. I would say so. It seems to be customary. 

Senator Smrrn. Are you aware of the fact that it is a violation of 
the Federal Corrupt Practices Act to have contributions made for 

campaign pur poses from union treasuries / 

Mr. H ANNAH. That has always been my underst: anding, Mrs. Smith, 
that we would be liable to violation if we used union treasury money 
for campaigns for Federal offices as distinct from local and State 
offices. 

Senator Smiru. Did you receive receipts for all expenditures made 
by your committee { 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, ma’am. 

Senator Smiru. Did you receive any contributions from Cyrus 
Eaton or his associates ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. No, ma’am. 

Senator SmirH. You are aware of the fact when you filed this photo- 
static copy of receipts and expenditures that you failed to set forth the 
purposes for which the money was expended as required by the Ohio 
law. They are items, but not the explanation of the payments. 

Mr. Hannan. I wasn’t aware of that. but we could very easily give 
the explanat ion of the payments. 

Senator Smirn. My question is asked because of the other practice 
and custom that has been going on. 

Mr. Hannan. Well, here is a copy of it, Senator. It says, “For 
advertising.” Here is a donation to Congressman Young to further 
his candidacy. Here is printing, here is radio, State and local candi- 
dates, Citizens’ Committee for Ferguson. 

Senator Smiru. This file that I have seems to be a total of 870.750. 
and there are many items on it. For instance, Cleveland Federation 
of Labor is one item, National Publishing Co. is an item, the Ohio 
Sentinel is an item. 

My question is, as I understand the law, you must give the e xplana- 
tion with the filing, and I don’t see any here, and I wondered if vou 
were aware that that was the law. 

Mr. Hannan. I thought we gave explanation on printing. Pos- 
sibly not as detailed as you would like. 

Senator Smiru. For instance, the Ohio Sentinel is the first one that 
[ see here. We wouldn't know whether that was for an ad or 

Mr. Hannan. That was for an ad in the Negro paper. 


Senator Smirn. Yes. Well, that is what I am trving to get to on 


Is 


all of these items, that there isn’t the explanation of the item as it 
listed as required by law. 
Mr. I ANNALH, You think the explanation ought to be more detailed ? 
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Senator Smiru. I think the law calls for that, if I understand it 
correctly; but if it did, you would think it should include it, would 
you not ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Oh, yes. I want to comply with the law. 

Senator Surry. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Giterre. Senator Hennings has another question. 

Senator HENNINGs. I just have one question. Mr. Hannah, did the 
AFL encourage the use of check-off in any of the plants where the 
AFL unions are operating ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Senator, not to my knowledge, because I had _ re- 
peatedly warned there was a question of wisdom of that instrument. 

Senator Hennings. As far as you know they did not. 

Now of course we all know that in certain areas the AFL and CIO 
come into direct conflict, you are competitors in a sense in the labor 
field. Do you as an American Federation of Labor official—how long 
have you been identified with the labor movement ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Qh, since I was 13. I was a member of the United 
Mine Workers at 13. 

Senator Hennines. You have been in the movement for many, many 
years ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennings. Do you consider the CIO, one of your com- 
petitors in the labor field, as a Communist-dominated, Communist- 
infiltrated group in the State of Ohio! 

Mr. Hannan. Senator, | worked with the CIO since its formation 
in Cleveland. We join together on various legislative proposals and 
in trying to defeat what we consider antilabor proposals, and T have 
never, as far as the official family of the CIO in Ohio is concerned, con- 
sidered it Communist because I have never had any indication nor any 
evidence that they were Communist. I consider them a good American 
organization, just as American as apple pie. 

Senator Hennines. And that in spite of the fact that you some- 
times come into conflict in plant organization ¢ 

Mr. Hannan. That is right, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Union competition. Would vou say that that 
also applies to the Amalgamated Clothing Workers and the United 
Mine Workers / 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henninos. Insofar as their being Communist-dominated or 
Communist-infiltrated, from your knowledge of the labor movement ? 

Mr. Hannan. I think it is perfectly ridiculous for anyone to think 
that the United Mine Workers is Communist or the Amalgamated 
Clothing Workers. They are American institutions. 

Senator Hennings. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Giuierre. Mr. Hannah, we are very grateful to you, and 
will you just keep your seat long enough to give the reporters an 
opportunity to take a picture? Was there something you wanted to 
add ? 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, Senator. In view of the fact that I did not 
present any prepared statement, thinking tt would be repetitious, I 
have a little something of Senator Taft’s tesitmony that T would like 
to clarify with reference to President (rvreen addressing the delegates 
to our convention in Ohio. 

Senator Gitterre. It will not take any length of time ¢ 
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Mr. Hannan. No, it wont take over a minute. 

Senator Giutetre. All right, proceed, Mr. Hannah. 

Mr. Hannan. If you will recall, on page 10 of Senator Taft’s 
testimony in quoting from the Columbus Dispatch in his address to 
the Ohio Federation of Labor convention, he goes on and states, and 
then the final sentence is that President Green said, “We will beat 
Taft with money,” and then Senator Taft said that he wasn’t too 
sure whether President Green used that statement or not, and said 
he would withdraw it. 

Well, I can put Mr. Taft’s mind to ease. President Green did not 
use that statement that *We will beat Taft with money.” 

I quote from the official proceedings of our convention, and here 
is What Mr. Green said to the delegates with regard to money. He 
sald: 

I want to tell you that I realize that we need some money, not for illegitimate 
reasons, not to be used in violating any law of the land, but for the purpose of 
meeting legitimate expenses in connection with the campaign, and I think I 
can assure you here that the funds will be made available to you by Labor's 
League for Political Education so that you can meet the legitimate expense 
incidental to an aggressive highly educational campaign in 1950. 

Steps have already been taken to collect this money through voluntary con 
tributions and to supply the State federation of labor with a sufficient amount 
of money to meet their legitimate expenses in carrying on this organization 
campaign. 

That is the end of the quote. And in checking over the records 
of our national league, I find that the total money that was collected 
from American Federation of Labor members in Ohio up until No- 
vember 50, 1950, which would be after the election, was $253,863.15. 

And the total money collected from the Nation by the A. F. of L. 
from voluntary contributions was $574,103.01, far short of $30,000,000 
and $22,000,000 that Senator Taft alleges the American Federation 
of Labor was going to raise. 

Senator Smirnu. Mr. Chairman, for the record, would Mr. Hannah 
identify the publication from which he read and supply the balance 
for the staff, for the records of the staff ? 

Mr. Hannan. I would be very happy to leave this with the com 
mittee, and also the amount of money collected in Olio Statewide 
and nationally up to November 30, 1950. 

Mr. Moore. I have one further question, Mr. Chairman, 

Senator Gitterre. All right, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. On page 23, Mr. Hannah, of Senator Taft’s prepared 


statement that vou read the other day, he stated, and I quote: 


We had warning of this invasion of Ohio by outsiders as early as August 1549 
when the federation of labor reported plans to bring the presidents of A. F. of 
L.'s 10S international unions into Ohio to campaign against me. 

Is it a correct statement that the federation of labor reported those 
plans, do you know 4 

Mr. Hannan. Yes, that is a correct statement, but they never did 
materialize. 

There was a meet 


of various international representatives, and 
someone suggested this and it was given to the press as a release, but 
they never didi come into Ohio, these 108 international presidents. 
Mr. Moore. Did any number of the 108 international presidents 
come into Ohio, do you know ? 
Mr. Hannan. Very few of them, very few of them, Mr. Moore. 


a 
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Mr. Moore. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterre. Again we thank you, Mr. Hannah, and the sub- 
committee will rise and reassemble at 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:25 p. m., the subcommittee recessed until 
p. m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(‘The subcommittee reconvened at 2 p. m.) 

Senator Gitterre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Since the committee recessed, there has been the very distressing 
news received of the passing of our colleague, Senator Kenneth 
Wherry, minority leader of the Senate. Being the only formal body 
of the Senate that is in session at the present time, and following the 
custom of recessing Senate activities out of respect to a deceased mem- 
ber, this subcommittee feels that it ought to follow this custom, both 
because it is the policy and because of their own feelings in the matter, 
which have been very much wrought up over this loss. 

However, there are two witnesses who have intimated to us that 
they are very anxious to get back, as I suppose all of the witnesses are, — 
but these are partic ularly anxious to get back, and the subcommittee, 
after consult: ation, has decided to devote not to exceed the time be- 
tween now and 3 o’clock to these witnesses. 

With that in mind, we will proceed to hear these two witnesses and 
then take a recess at 3 o’clock. 

The first of these witnesses is Mr. Van Schoik. 

Mr. Van Schoik, will you hold up your hand ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give in the mat- 
ter now in hearing before this subcommittee shall be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Van Scnork. I do. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Moore, will you proceed ? 


TESTIMONY OF 0. P. VAN SCHOIK, FORMER TREASURER, FARMERS 
FOR FERGUSON COMMITTEE 


Mr. Moore. Mr. Van Schoik, you were the director of the Farmers 
for Ferguson Committee; is that correct ? 

Mr. Van Scuork. I was the treasurer of it. 

Mr. Moore. The treasurer of it. And in your official capacity, you 
filed the report of receipts and expenditures at Columbus, Ohio, pre- 
viously identified in these proceedings; is that correct ? 

Mr. Van Scuors. I did. 

Mr. Moore. And that report indicates receipts and expenditures of 
$21,118.80; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Van Scnuork. That is correct. 

Mr. Moore. And this represents, then, all of the receipts and all of 
the expenditures which came through your hands as treasurer ? 

Mr. Van Scuoik. Completely. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then. do you have a copy of this? 

Mr. Van Scnork. I have a copy. 

Mr. Moore. The disbursements listed on page 2 also indicate all of 
the disbursements made by your organization ? 
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Mr. Van Scnorx. That is right. The Duplex Printing Co. printed 
a tabloid, three copies—do you have the three copies of that tabloid 
from Mr. Ferguson ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes; they have been previously identified as exhibit 
No. 78-A. I believe, however, that Senator Taft had copies of only 
two. 

Mr. Van Scnork. Here are the three copies. Also I have a copy 
of the bank statement and also of the Duplex P rinting Co. Would you 
care for those ? 

Mr. Moore. You do have them / 

Mr. Van Scuork. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. Van Scuoirx. And the permit for mailing under the postal laws 
and regulations. 

Mr. Moore. Thank you. 

Mr. Van Schoik, I show you a copy of the newspaper clipping from 
the Youngstown, Ohio, Vindicator, Sunday, November 5, 1950, bear- 
ing, on page B-7 a quarter-page advertisement on behalf of Candidate 
Ferguson under the sponsorship of Farmers for Ferguson. 

Mr. Van Scuork. I never saw this ad, but Ralph Brown, of Hoyt 
ville, Wood County, Ohio, was chairman of our Farmers for Ferguson 
Committee. 

Mr. Moore. You say you never did see that / 

Mr. Van Scuork. | —s saw that ad. And evidently Mr. Brown 
paid for that ad himself, because we did not pay for it from yours. 

Mr. Moore. That is what I am coming to. It is a fact, is it not, 
that your own disbursement reports do not indicate a report for that 
advertisement ? 

Mr. Van Scuork. That is right. The only thing I paid was the 
Duplex Printing Co. and the Post Office Department for the mailing 
privileges. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have marked as an exhibit the 
advertisements from the Youngstown Vindicator previously identified 
as exhibit No. 148. I also request that the documents handed up by 
the witness consisting of a mailing permit for the Farmers for Fergu 
son Committee, the Huntington National Bank statement, and state 
ments rendered by the Duplex Printing Co., dated October 31, 1950, 
and September 530, 1950, be marked respectively as exhibits 149, 150, 
and 151. 

Senator Grttetre. Very well. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 148, 
149, 150, and 151.” respectively, tor identification, and will be found in 
the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, you stated with reference to exhibit No. 148, 
the quarter-page advertisement, that this must have been put in at 
the instance of Mr. Brown, the chairman at Hoytville, Ohio ? 

Mr. Van Scuork. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. It was not within the plan of your organization to 
receive reports of any such advertisements ¢ 

Mr. Van Scnork. Can I, in about 2 minutes, tell you the plan, t] 
pattern ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Very well. 
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Mr. Van Scuork. In later July, Mr. Ferguson asked me—I am the 
deputy auditor of the State of Ohio—Mr. Ferguson told me first 
that he had had a meeting with the United Labor League of Ohio, 
composed of the CIO, AFL, miners, and machinists, in which they 
were going to help finance, if possible, three copies of a farm paper 
to be mailed to the 403,000 rural mail boxes in Ohio, under permit 
permitted by the postal laws and regulations, and he asked me if I 
could set up a farm committee throughout Ohio, knowing that I had 
been in every county of the State and knew a lot of the leading farmers, 
and I asked him who was behind it in the farm group. He said he 
would have Moses Dickey, the legislative agent of the Grange, from 
Napoleon, Ohio, Joe Fichter, of Oxford, the master of the Ohio 
Grange, Murray Lincoln, of the Farmers Insurance, the Farm Bureau, 
and with the help of their personnel, combined with the statistical 
department of the labor groups, they would prepare this data. 

So in traveling over Ohio, I had 17 of the congressional districts 
represented out of the 23, being rural, and picked out these 17 men 
who agreed to serve on that committee, with the understanding that 
we were only going to print a paper with their name in it. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, what was to be their function as members of this 
committee / 

Mr. Van Scuoik. Now, just follow here. I would send them a copy 
of each issue by mail, and they would immediately contact me if they 
did not agree with the philosophy of this paper, and I never heard any 
objections to the printing of this memorandum by any member of this 
committee. 

Mr. Moore. Am I correct in my understanding of this testimony, 
that in advance of the public ation, vou could send them a copy of the 
galley proofs, : and so on? 

Mr. Van Scnoik. The first issue, the galley proofs. 

Mr. Moorr. Was it in — proof form / 

Mr. Vax Scuork. No, wasn't galle y. They print the first ones 
and then we were raising a money for it and it was never mailed 
until after it was ordered, completely printed. 

Mr. Moorr. Let me ask you this: In the event that they did take 
-ome exception to anything that was put in that paper, what would be 
done / 

Mr. Van Scunork, We would have had to change it or strike it out. 

Mr. Moorr. But it was already printed: is that not so/ 

Mr. Van Scnork. No, not completely. The first run was given to 
me immediately and I mailed them out to these gentlemen. 

Mr. Moore. In page-proof form ? 

Mr. Van Scuork., No, Just as if is there, 

Mr. Moore. As it is here / 

Mr. Van Scnork. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Well, it appears to me, Mr. Van Schoik, that as it ap- 
pears here the hewspapers were printed, 

Mr. Vaw Scnork. They were. 

Mr. Moore. As it is here it is not in page-proof form, is it? Now, in 
order to chan we anything he ‘re would it hoi have been nec essary to 
reprint the publication / 

Mr. Van Scnork. The whole 400,000 wasn’t run. 

Mr. Moore. How many were run? 

Mr. Van Scuork. Oh, just a few. I think I got 50. 
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Mr. Moorr. And how long a period of time did you wait between ? 

Mr. Van Scuork. About a week. 

Mr. Moore. One week ? 

Mr. Van Scuork. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. And each member of the Farmers’ Committee was asked 
tosubmit to you any commitments that he might have had / 

Mr. Van Scuork. That is right; phone me immediately. That was 
the understanding when they agreed to serve on the committee. 

Mr. Moore. And their service on the committee consisted solely of 
their approving the publication ¢ 

Mr. Van Scuork. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. As you have deseribed it / 

Mr. Van Scuork. And they were all dirt farmers. 

Mr. Moore. They were all— 

Mr. Van Scnork. Dirt farmers. There was none of them like Car] 
ton Dargusch, who was assistant to Mr. Hershey during the Taft 
campaign. He was onthe Farm Committee for Mr. Taft. 

Mr. Moore. Is it a fact none of these members contributed anything 
in the way of cash to the committee ? 

Mr. Van Scuoikx. Not tothe committee. The understanding is this 
is to be paid entirely by the united labor group. The moment a copy 
was ready, then I had the job of going to either Mr. Clayman or Mr. 
Hannah and telling them the copy was ready, and we were ready to 
print, and they would give me the money to pay the Duplex Co., and 
then when it was ready to mail, I would go to the post office and pay 
the $4,000 which Mr. Clayman and Mr. Hannah had eiven to me for 

ostage. 

Mr. Moore. Can you tell us. Mr. Van Schoik, who did the editorial 
work in the paper, the composition ? 

Mr. Van Scuork. I think Moses Dicky from Napoleon, Ohio, was 
the spearhead for the labor bovs. I don’t really know who prepared 
all of it other than a fellow by the name of Al Zack, Milton Jones, 
John Rooney. 

Mr. Moore. Are the gentleman all from—— 

Mr. Van Scuork. Around Columbus. 

Mr. Moorr. Columbus. Ohio ? 

Mr. Van Scnork. No: the first name was Moses Dicky, Napoleon, 
Ohio, Henry County, a farmer up there. 

Mr. Moore. Your name does not appear in this tabloid. 

Mr. Van Scriork. Not on that in any place. 

Mr. Moore. Is there any reason for that, Mr. Van Schoik ? 

Mr. Van Scuork. No; there wasn’t any reason. I am not a farmer. 

Mr. Moorr. You are not a farmer / 

Mr. Vaw Scuouk. Born ina village, and to make the record straight, 
why I don’t think the committee is contaminated by me because I am 
not a Communist, never have been and never e xpect to be. 

Mr. Moorr. And with respect to the advertisement under the spon 
sorship of Farmers for Ferguson which Mr. Brown had inserted in 
the Youngstown Vindieator, is it your testimony that that was don 

his own expense ¢ 

Mr. Van sc Hork. T couldn't say as to that, but because lis name is 
on there, he is a pretty hly respected citizen in the State of Ohio, 
very active in farm circles, and incidentally he is on the Democratic 
Executive Committee of Wood County, and ] don’t helieve he would 
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make the mistake of ever putting that in there unless he paid for it 
himself. He knew he should have filed that with the committee though, 
with the secretary of state. 

Mr. Moore. Well, as a matter of fact it represents, does it not, 
an unreported expenditure of Farmers for Ferguson? 

Mr. Van Scnorg. I never saw it before until you showed it to me. 

Mr. Moore. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Giiterrr. Senator Monroney ? 

Senator Monroney. I have no questions. 

Senator Gitterre. Senator Hennings? 

Senator Hennrnes. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gituerre. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirn. Very briefly, Mr. Chairman. 

Were you deputy eae auditor of Ohio from September 11, 1950, 
through November 15, 1950? 

Mr. Van Scuorg. diac 11? 

Senator Smirn. September 11, 1950, through November 15, 1950. 

Mr. Van Scuork. That is right. 

Senator Smrru. Who gave you the names to use as members of the 
committee ? 

Mr. Van Scuork. Mrs. Smith, I have been connected with State 
politics from 1933 when the first CWA was set up in the depths of the 
depression, and I have been acquainted with probably all the county 
officials of the State. 

‘Two of these members are former county officials, and I have rather 
a broad acquaintance in the State of Ohio, and I practically know all : 
those men. 

Senator Smirn. Yes. All I want to know is: Did you select the 
names for the committee or were they given to you by someone else ? 

Mr. Van Scuork. In Lawrence County, the Tenth Congressional 
District, the gentleman there is from Pedro, Ohio. I didn’t know 
him. 

Senator Smiru. Where did you get his name? 

Mr. Van Scuork. From the county chairman of Lawrence County, 
who recommended him very highly, and I talked with him, why it was 
all right. 

Senator Smirn. Did you select the others or could you give a gen- 
eral statement on how the selection of the committee members was 
made, whether you—— 

Mr. Van Scnork. Oh, I went to each one of them personally. It 
took me about 3 weeks to travel the State. I went to their homes up 
in the hills and dales and talked to them personally. I was turned 
down by one, incidentally. 

Senator Samira. In other words, what I am trying to get at is you 
had to do with the selection of the committee ¢ 

Mr. Van Scuork. That is right. 

Senator Smirn. No one else had to do with it? 

Mr. Van Scuork. No one else. 

Senator Smrru. The report filed by you as treasurer of the Farmers 
for Ferguson Committee shows receipts of contributions from the 
following organizations, organizations only: 

Ohio CIO Council, Columbus, Ohio, showing amounts of $1,442, 
$617.46: 
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Ohio CIO-PAC, Columbus, Ohio, $1,000 and $4,000; 
Ohio Federation of Labor, Educational and Political League, 
$3.032.61 and $1,967.39: 


Ohio Federation of Labor. Columbus. Ohio, $2,032.61 and $2,967.39 ; 
and 

Ohio United Mine Workers, $4,059.54. 

Were there any contributions to the Farmers for Ferguson Com- 
mittee from farmers / 

Mr. Van Scuork. Not a single cent. 

Senator Smira. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterre. That is all, Mr. Van Schoik. 

Mr. Van Scuork. Thank you very much. 

Senator Guerre. We are very grateful to you. 

Mr. Van Scuork. Thanks for the vacation. 

Senator Gituerre. Mr. Tate, do you solemnly swear that the testi- 
mony vou shall give in this matter now in hearing before the sub- 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Tare. I do. 

Senator GiLLterre. Be seated, Mr. Tate. 

All right, Mr. Moore. 


TESTIMONY OF BEN E. TATE, ACCOMPANIED BY 
JOHN B. HOLLISTER 


Mr. Moors. Mr. Tate, what is vour oce upation ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I am a coal operator, coal-mining operator. 

Mir. Moore. In Cincinnati, Ohio: is that correct / 

Mr. Tare. Offices in Cincinnati, and my home is in Cincinnati. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Tate, were you treasurer of the Taft for Senate 
Committee during the 1950 campaign ; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Had you been an officer of any committee on behalf of 
Senator Taft in prior election years ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Yes; 1 was chairman of his campaign in 1944; I was 
treasurer of the National Taft for President Committee in 1948. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you hold a similar position at the present time, 
Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moorr. We have already had marked and received for iden- 
tification here, Mr. Tate, the report which you filed with the Secretary 
of State in Columbus after the general election. 

I would like to hand to you for identification the report which you 
filed, following the primary election, indicating total contributions of 
$143,982.86. Do you identify that as a correct copy of the report 
on file? , 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that this be marked for ident 
fication as exhibit No. 152 

Senator Gitterrr. After being marked as an exhibit it will be 
received. . 

(The document referred to Was marked “Exhibit No. 152.” for 

dentification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
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Mr. Moore. Of the sum of $143,982.86, Mr. Tate, reported as re- 
ceipts in the document just identified, will vou please state for the 
record the amount of disbursements indicated ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. It is in the record there: I don’t know. I have not any 
notes on it. 5 

Mr. Moore. You have not a copy in front of you ¢ 

Mr. Tare. No. 

Mr. Moore. Then, you will accept my statement that there is a bal- 
ance of $127,871.78, which was the balance reported on hand as of 
May 2 in the second report which you filed in the general election; 1s 
that right ¢ 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Now, then, you also report in the document last. re- 
ferred to, the report following the general election, you report con- 
tributions totaling $35,320.70: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I have not any notes. 

Mr. Moore. If the document so states, vou will accept it ¢ 

Mr. Tare. If it is on there, it is correct. 

Mr. Moore. Very well. 

Will you please describe, Mr. Tate, for the subcommittee, the method 
you employe «lin the recording of contributions on behalf of the Taft 
for Senate Committee? Perhaps, to make that a little more specific, 
how many bank accounts were maintained by you in your capacity as 
treasurer ‘ 

Mr. Tare. The Fifth Third Union Trust Co. of Cincinnati—I am 
not sure whether we had an account in the Central Trust Co.—but they 
would be the two banks. 

Mr. Moore. Two banks in Cincinnati? 

Mr. Tare. No: I say I am not sure whether IT had an account in 
there. in the Central Trust Co., but our account was in the Fifth Third 
Union Trust Co. 

Mr. Moore. Well, you had an account—I did not hear you very 
clearly, Mr. Tate. 

Mr. Tare. Iam sorry. Our account was in the Fifth Third Union 
Trust Co. 

Mr. Moore. The Fifth Third Union Trust Co. ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Trust company of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. I see. Did you have any other accounts 

Mr. Tare. I think I had an account in the Central Trust Co.; Tam 
not sure. 

Mr. Moore. Is that also in Cincinnati ‘ 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Mr. Moors. Did you have any outside the State ? 

Mr. Tarte. No. 

Mr. Moore. But vou are not sure about the one in the second bank ? 

Mr. Tare. No: I am not sure whether we carried an account there 
or not. 

Mr. Moore. Would vour records indicate that, Mr. Tate ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I can find out for you. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, in your capacity as treasurer, were you also 
responsible for the collecting of contributions for the Taft campaign ? 

Mr. Tater. Oh, ves. 

Mr. Moore. And were your activities limited to the Taft for Senate 
Committee / 
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Mr. Tate. No. 

Mr. Moore. Will you please describe how you exercised your func- 
tions as treasurer of the Taft Committee 

Mr. Tare. I can describe to you—we felt that we couldn't cover this 
entire picture effectively without decentralization of committees, so a 
northern Ohio committee was formed to handle the counties above 
Columbus. and a southern Ohio committee was formed to handle the 
counties in the southern part of the State below Columbus. So— 

Mr. Moore. May I interrupt you a moment, Mr. Tate? You said 
that you found that decentralization of committees was desirable. 
Will you please explain that statement ? 

Mr. Tare. It is just lke the national committee would operate; they 
can't operate it all in Washington, and this was a very intensive cam 
paign, as you have here described, so we wanted to have these com- 
mittees operate the northern and southern part of the State. 

Mr. Moore. Can you identify what these committees were, the names 
of them 7 

Mr. Tate. Yes: the Northern Ohio Taft for Senate Committe, and 
the Southern Ohio Taft for Senate Committee, and they collected 
some funds ot the IT oOWwnh, and ] colle cte «| some funds for them. 

Mr. Moore. ‘There were just those two committees / 

Mr. Tare. No. There is a committee called the Independents for 
Taft. There was a committee called—in these committees, my best 
knowledge is we didn’t start that Independents for Taft Committee— 
that Independents for Taft Committee was operated in Cincinnati, 
and I collected part of the money for them. 

Then, we have the Ohio Voters, which was started, the committee 
started in Columbus, and I collected part of the money for them. 

Then there was a Physicians’ Committee for 'T: aft started, and I 
collected part of the money for them. 

Mr. Moore. Now, sir; when you say that you collected part of the 
money for these other organizations, you do not mean to state, do you, 
that you were also treasurer for these other committees / 

Mr. Tarte. No. 

Mr. Moore. Is it a fact. is it not, that these other committees had 
separate treasurers / 

Mr. Tarr. Separate treasurers. 

Mr. Moore. But you state that you collected money for them; is that 
correct 4 

Mr. Tarte. That is correct: that is exactly correct. 

Mr. Moore. Do we correctly understand by that that money came 
into your possession physically which you forwarded to these com- 
mittees ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. Oh, ves. 

Mr. Moore. And coming into your possession, that money was not 
recorded on your own books of the Taft for Senate Committee / 

Mr. Tare. No. 

Mr. Moore. Well, in a specific instance, if checks came in to you, 
would they be made out to—how would they be made out / 

Mr. Tare. They could be made out to me. 

Mr. Moore. To you personally ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. To me as—on my stationery I had “Treasurer of the Taft 
Campaign.” These checks could be made to me or some of them 
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were cash, some of them were checks made to me personally ; some of 
them were made to the Taft campaign. 

Mr. Moore. Were they all sent to you at your office in Cincinnati 
where you maintained your coal business # 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moorr. Were any of these checks sent to the headquarters at 
the Dixie Terminal Building ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I don’t think any of those checks were. Those checks, as 
I remember it, those checks were taken into the Taft for Senate Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Moorr. Upon receipt by you physically of these checks, and I 
suppose also cash contributions—is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore (continuing). Was it up to you in your discretion as 
to what other organization, what other committee, that money would 
be deployed to? 

Mr. Tarr. Exactly. 

Mr. Moore. And those funds would not, you said, be taken up upon 
the books of the Taft for Senate Committee ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Exactly right. 

Mr. Moore. Now, were you also the recipient of the proceeds of that 
chain letter ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Right. 

Mr. Moorr. Can you state how much cash was received by that 
device / ; 

Mr. Tare. Not in cash, I cannot, because we didn’t separate it in cash 
or checks. 

Mr. Moors. Well, I mean in cash or checks ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Well, they were about $70,000. 

Mr. Moorr. About $70,000 4 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. In connection with that one item, Mr. Tate, will you 
lease explain for the subcommittee how that money was deployed to 
other of the Taft for Senate Committees / 

Mr. Tare. You mean of the dollar receipts / 

Mr. Moorr. Well, we have a sum here of $70,000. Clearly that was 
not taken up on the Taft for Senate Committee report of receipts and 
disbursements to which we referred a moment ago; is that correct? 

Mr. Tare. Oh, yes, it was: some of it was—most of it was. 

Mr. Moore. Most of it was? 

Mr. Tarr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Of the receipts of the contributions totaling $35,520.70, 
most of that was from the chain letter, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Tate. No; I am talking about both of those reports. 

Mr. Moore. I see, both this report—— 

Mr. Tate. Both of those reports. 

Mr. Moore (continuing). And the primary report; is that correct? 
Mr. Tarr. You can refer to—I don’t remember about the primary, 
but on the over-all financial picture you can refer to the file that we 
filed of contributors with our statements in Columbus, and you will 
find every one of them, besides those that I channeled to the other 

committees. 

Mr. Moore. Well, can you from your present recollection tell us in 
what amounts the $70,000 were channeled to other committees ? 
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Mr. Tate. I would say—this would be a rough guess—if you 
ever tried to handle 70,000 one-dollar contributions, you would know 
what a difficult job it is. 

I would say that there wasn’t over 5 percent of it went to the other, 
maybe 10 at the outside. 

Mr. Moore. Ten percent went to the other committees / 

Mr. Tate. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question there / 

Senator GiuLeTre. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Tate, did you make any promotion of, did you 
promote the chain letter in any way, or discourage it / 

Mr. Tate. We were not ungrateful, but we discouraged it, beecause— 
do you want to know the reason why, Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. Tarr. Because we didn't have any control over it. Sometimes 
even your good friends or your alleged friends can do you a lot of 
harm. 

Senator Smirx. | wondered just how far you went in discouraging 
it, Mr. Tate. 

Mr. Tate. Well, 1 made a statement to the press. 

Senator Smiru. Did you have anything to do with originating the 
chain letter / 

Mr. Tater. Not a thing. 

Senator Smrru. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Moore. In that connection, Mr. Tate, did you make any analysis 
of the amount of contributions from within the State on the chain 
letter and from outside ‘ 

Mr. Tate. No. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you have any way of estimating it / 

Mr. Tare. No. If we had tried to do that, I might add, that would 
have been a gross injustice to the contributor, because the net amount 
of his money had gone into the campaign—that would have been 
infinitesimal. 

Mr. Moore. Did you make a list of all of those contributors, chain- 
letter contributors / 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Is that list on file in Columbus ¢ 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. It is¢ 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Does that contain the names and addresses of the con 
tributors / 

Mr. Tare. It contains the names and the amount, according to law. 
I gave the file to your investigators of the names and addresses. 

Mr. Moore. I see. 

You say the names and amounts, according to law—TI take it that 
you interpret the law as not requiring the disclosure of the addresses 
in the files at Columbus; is that right ? 

Mr. Tare. That is exactly right. 

Mr. Moore. And the files which you gave to our investigators did 
not have the addresses ? 

Mr. Tare. The amounts—just had the names and addresses. 

Mr. Moore. Now, in connection with these various committees 
which you have enumerated, may I ask you this: Did you confine 
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your activities to the ones that you have just specified or did you work 
also in collaboration with the State organizations? By that I mean 
Republican finance committee and the “Republican State and central 
executive committees; did you work in collaboration with them / 

Mr. Tare. You mean the Ohio Republican Finance Committee ? 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. ‘Tarr. I happen to be on the executive committee of that, was 
chairman of it for years, and I collected some money for them. 

Mr. Moorr. You collected some money for the two State organi- 
zations ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. Yes; | was part of the drive in Ohio; I collected the 
money for them. 

Mr. Moore. So that in your capacity you were acting more than 
just in the capacity of treasurer of the Taft for Senate Committee. 
Is it a fair statement that you were working for the entire ticket in 
Ohio?! 

Mr. Tarr. Yes; that is a fair statement, because I am chairman of 
the Hamifton County Republican Executive Committee. 

Mr. Moorr. Yes, and you were a member of the Ohio Republican 
Finance Committee; is that correct ? 

Mr. Tare. The Ohio Republican Finance Committee; that is right. 

Mr. Moore. Well, now, isn’t it a fact that in connection with your 
capacity as treasurer of the Taft for Senate Committee and as a 
member of the Republican finance committee you had several hats 
to manipulate here, and didn’t that interfere or did it present any 
problems in connection with your collection of funds and charge of 
these funds? 

Mr. Tarr. Raising money for Senator Taft has never presented any 
problem to me. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, do you imply by that statement that the funds 
which you helped to raise for the Republican finance committee and 
the State central executive committee helped Senator Taft in his 
campaign ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. Only as part of the ticket, the Republican ticket running 
in Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. Well, would you be able to give any estimate of the 
amount of benefit, percentagewise, that acc rued to his benefit / 

Mr. Tarr. I am sorry; I am not a erystal gazer. I couldn’t do 
that. I mean that would be impossible for anybody to estimate. 

Mr. Moore. Well, did you think that contributions to the finance 
committee and to the State executive committee would assist him 
materially ¢ 

Mr. Tare. They would assist him, but T can’t say “materially.” I 
can’t say that because that would imply that any figure, mathematical 
percentage—it was part of my duty as a member of the executive 
committee to raise money for that committee to carry the general 
campaign in Ohio for all candidates, county and State. 

Mr. Moore. Well, now, the Republican finance committee, Mr. 
Tate, shows contributions—does it not—in excess of $1,000,000 ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. I am perfectly willing to accept your figure. 

Mr. Moore. And do you have any way of estimating what propor- 
tion of those contributions you were responsible for ¢ 


Mr. Tarr. You see, I wasn’t in the operating department of this 
campaign: so I couldn’t. 
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Mr. Moore. So, you are not in a position to state what percentage 
of that accrued to Senator Taft’s benefit, either ? 

Mr. Tare, No. 

Mr. Moore. But you recall having made a statement, Mr. Tate, 
that— 

If the citizens of Ohio want to do Bob Taft the most good, they should 


make a substantial contribution to the Ohio Republican Finance Committee 
and to no other committee or organization. 


Mr. Tarr. I made that statement for the simple reason that the 
Ohio Republican Finance Committee was having a lot of trouble 
in raising their quotas all over the State. 

Mr. Moore. And you thought that by exhorting them to—— 

Mr. Tare. I don’t like that word. TI would say I was trying to in- 
fluence them to make contributions because Mr. Republican is Mr. 
Republican in Ohio, just the same as he is in America, and I wou 
certainly use that as a sales argument. 

Mr. Moore. But how specifically would he benefit from contribu- 
tions to the Republican finance committee if, as you stated a moment 
ago, it is not possible for you to allocate for the benefit of the com- 
mittee what percentage of that accrued— 

Mr. Tare, Well, if it was one-half of 1 percent, I would still have 
said that. 

Mr. Moore. Didn’t you say that if the citizens of Ohio wanted to 
do Bob Taft the most good, they should contribute to the finance 
committee ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moorr. Did you make any similar statement of the Taft for 
Senate Committee ? 

Mr. Tare. No. I collected the money strictly for Bob Taft. 

Mr. Moore. Well, that is true, but you were operating through 
various committees : isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Tate. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. The committees you just mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. But now we have you in the position of treasurer of 
the Taft for Senate Committee making the statement, “The best way 
to help Bob Taft is to contribute to that committee”; isn’t that right ‘ 

Mr. Tate. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Just so the record will be clear, I would like for the 
record to point out that the communication from which I was re “ad- 
ng is a communication by Mr. Tate to Mr. Charles R. Hook, chair 
man of the Ohio Repub ican Finance Committee, care of reso 
Steel Corp., Middletown, Ohio, dated Kebruary 6, 1950. in which 
Mr. Tate states as follows. If there is no objection, I will read it 
nto the record, | Reading : | 

Dear Mr. Hook: Recently you sent out a letter to a great many citizens of 
Ohio on the subject of finances for the 1950 campaign I thought it was an ey 
cellent letter and, of course, was familiar with the purpose 

Since IT am a member of the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, my name 
is on the stationery. I thought everyone would know that this letter was 
Written and the effort made with my full approval and enthusiastic recom 
mendation. 

There seems to be some confusion I receive many telephone calls asking me 
’ this effort does not bypass the Taft campaign. I explain forcefully that, if 
the citizens of Ohio want to do Bob Taft the most good, they should make a 
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substantial contribution to the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, and to no 
other committee or organization, 
Sincerely, 
Ben E. Tarte. 

Senator Hennings. Mr. Moore, what is the letterhead on that com- 
munication? Under what does that appear? 

Mr. Moorr. The letterhead is the letterhead of Ben E. Tate, 5204 
Carew Tower, Cincinnati 2, Ohio. 

Senator GitLerre. Mr. Moore, may I interject a question there. 

Mr. ‘Tate, in view of the fact that you stated just a little while ago 
that there was never any trouble in raising money in behalf of Senator 
Taft’s campaign, what was the reason for your making a statement 
that if they wanted to hel ip Senator Taft the most they should econ- 
tribute to this other organization, the Re ‘pub ican organization, and 
not to any other / 

Mr. Tarr. Well, you see, this was a different campaign. This was 
the ec ampaign for all candidates in Ohio, and this was the Ohio Re- 
Lowi an Finance Committee: and Bob Taft wanted to see the whole 

State ticket elected, and the ‘\ didn’t have enough money. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, I recognize that very fully, but I don’t 
understand why, in view of the fact that you say you never had 
any trouble getting money for Taft’s campaign, that you urged them 
to contribute to the Republican finance committee as a medium through 
which it would help Senator Taft most, and to no other organization. 

Mr. Tarr. Senator, whatever it helped—you see, we were pretty 
well financed. 

Senator Gitterre. I don't doubt that. 

Mr. Tarr. And any help that we could give, charge through the 
State committee, IT mean the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, 

ould be helpful to Taft. 

Senator Gitterre. But you did not say “We have plenty of funds 

he Taft campaign and if you want to contribute, we suggest you 
contribute to the Republican State finance committee,” but you 
stated that that was the Wavy to help Taft most. 

Mr. ‘LATE. Maybe his letter wasn't a eeneral letter, This letter 
Was ide i » Mr. Hook. Ile is chairman of the Ohio Republican 
Kin » Committee. 

Hic men over the State that belong to that committee were having 
dificulty with this problem: “Maybe we should give this directly to 
Sate. Now, Mr. Hook said, 1 hi at is your pos ition on this?” 

I said, “You have got to have the money to run the State finances,” 
and so I wrote this letter to Mr. Hook so that he could show it to the 
entire committee. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Tate, would it be possible that, if the organt- 
zation had money enough to get the Republican votes out in the State 
und elect other candidates, Senator Taft would be benefited by it, 
other than by the financial means? 

Mr. Tarr. Of course. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Henninas. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Tate, was that a letter written individ: ially by you to Mr. 
Hook, and was that the only letter of that character that went out ? 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. I doe not know whether he showed it. or whether— 
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Senator Hennings. That is what we might call a personal letter, 
individual letter, written to him, or was that letter mimeographed 
and sent out to others: do you know ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. 1 do not know. I wrote this for the purpose of his 
showing it to members of his committee. 

Senator HENNiNGs. Yes, sir. Did you sign any others than that, o1 
were others signed at your direction, or your authority é 

Mr. Tare. No. I think this was the letter that I sent him. 

Senator Hennings. And that is not a processed letter / 

Mr. Tare. 1 do not remember. But the purpose of the letter was 
just as IT stated. 

Senator Hennincs. Will you examine that! Was that letter writ 
ten on a typewriter, that letter which you hol L. or is that a facsimile of 
another letter whicl Hh Way hier ive bee 1) processed / 

Mr. +. ATE. This looks like a facsimile to me, Evidently Mr. Hook, 
n order to make the proper distribution where he wanted it. probably 
had it—Oh ! TI don’t know. 

Senator Hennings. | have not seen the letter. 

Mr. Tare. It looks like it to me. I am not an expert on that. 

sehatvor Hi NNINGS, Now. Mr. ‘Tate, in the left hand corner of that 
letter. above a diagonal line running from about 2 inches below the 
left-hand corner and running up to a point just before your signature 
appears here im print, there is the legend “Here’s how you can best 
help Bob Taft.” Was that put on the letter that you sent to Mr. Hook ¢ 

Mir. Tare. [do not remember. IT think it was. 

Senator Hennines. You think you may have had your stenog 
rapher, then, draw a line in this fashion and typewrite diagonally 
upward “How vou can best help Bob Taft” / 

Mr. Tarr. I would say she did. 

Senator Henninas. And vou put that on a letter addressed by vou 
Lo Mr. Hook. and as Tar as you kloOW that Wwils for Mr. Hook mid for 
Mr. Hook alone / 

Mr. Tare. Novno: 1 did not say that. 

Senator HLennNinGs. Now, Just what are the facts, sir / 

Mr. ‘Tare. The purpose of the letter was fon Mr. Hook to use it, 
his committee, to stimulate contributions to the Ohio Republica 
Finance Committee. 

Senator Henntines. And vou did not know whether he was going 
to have a number of facsimile copies made and distributed, or whether 
he was not going to do it 4 

Mr. TATE. | knew he Wis Lorne to show it. He had the privilege 
of copying it if he wanted to. I did not know whether he copied 
It looks like he did. 

Senator Hennings. I think if vou will examine this again, sir, you 
will see that this is a facsimile of your signature and that this is not 
the original letter. Can’t you tell that from your examination of 
Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. IT said I thought it was. a minute ago. 

senator Hi NNINGS. Yes. Sut you did hot know when vou wrote 
the letter how it was to be used or whether copies were to be made and 
distributed to others / 

Mr. Tare. IT knew he was going to show it. He had the privilege 
of sending copies, and he evidently sent copies, be ause that is a COpy. 
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Senator Hennings. I see. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Gmuerre. Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Tate, can you identify the letter to which this is a 
reply, or to which this refers? You say in the first paragraph, “Re- 
cently you sent out a letter to a great many citizens,” et cetera. Do 
you recall whether this might be the leaflet to which reference was 
made in the first paragr aph 

Mr. Tare. Will you let me see the letter, please ? 

No; this is not the letter. It was a letter. This is a piece of 
printed material. 

Mr. Moore. It was a letter sent out by Mr. Hook to the citizens 
generally ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. And not this? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. He might have sent that with the letter. I do 
not know. But I was referring to a letter. 

Mr. Moore. Do you know whether you would have a copy of that 
letter which Mr. Hook sent to the various voters? 

Mr. Tarr. No; 1 would not have it. Maybe Mr. Hook has it, but 
I do not. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Hook may have it ? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Would you undertake to obtain a copy for the benefit 
of the subcommittee ? 

Mr. Tare. What was the date of my letter? 

Mr. Moorr. The date of your letter, Mr. Tate, was February 6, 
1950, and you state, “recently” without referring by date to the letter 
by Mr. Hook. 

Now, then, it is a fact, is it not, that the Ohio Republican finance 
committee shows contributions from outside the State of Ohio in its 
returns in Columbus? 

Mr. Tarr. I would not know that. I have never seen them before. 

Mr. Moore. You would not know that ? 

Mr. Tare. No. 

Mr. Moore. Did it ever occur during the course of the campaign 
of 1950 that you were asked by people outside the State where funds 
should be sent, as to what particular committee they should be sent to 4 

Mr. Tarr. I remember in the case of the advertising committee—you 
see, we had an advertising committee for Taft—— 

Mr. Moore. And what do you recall in that respect ? 

Mr. Tare. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Moore. What do you recall in that respect ? 

Mr. Tare. Somebody called me—I don’t remember who it was—and 
asked me about sending money to the committee, and I said, “Send 
it to the advertising committee.” 

Mr. Moore. But during the course of the campaign, is it your testi- 
mony that there was no occasion when funds for the benefit of Senator 
Taft from outside the State were channeled by you or at your direction 
to the Republican finance committee / 

Mr. Tare. Yes; 1 channeled some money there. I do not know how 
much. I think about $20,000, or something like that. 

Mr. Moorr, From outside the State ? 

Mr. Tare. I do not know whether it was all outside the State. 
Some of it was outside the State. 
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Mr. Moore. Now, what were the mechanics of the channeling 
process, Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. I collected the money, sent it to Columbus—— 

Mr. Moorr. Yes. But when you collected it what do you mean by 
the term “collect” ? 

Mr. Tare. I sent the contribution, the man’s name and address, and 
the amount up to Columbus. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, if checks came in from outside the State to you, 
did you cash them ? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. You cashed them ? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. What account do you use for the cashing of those 
checks ¢ 

Mr. Tare. What account’ I went to the bank and cashed them, I 
vuless, 

Mr. Moors. Do you ti ake the cash, then, and de posit that to the 

Mr. Tater. No. I take the cash, and sometimes I would hold the 
cash and buy Cincinnati drafts and attach the names to them and send 
the draft to the physician’s committee or southern Ohio, or northern 
Ohio. 

Mr. Moorr. Did you on any occasion take checks and forward them 
directly without the « ‘ashing procees to any of those committees / 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. You did? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you have anv idea of the amount of out of-State 
contributions received by the Ohio State Republican finance commit 
tee ¢é 

Mr. Tare. I would not know. 

Senator Giutetre. Mr. Moore. we have reached the hour that we 
felt we could justifiably use this afternoon. It is a matter of great 
regret that we cannot consider more favorably the convenience of the 
witnesses. But circumstances, as you know, over which we had no 
control have intervened, and it will be necessary to hold you gentl 
men over, 

At this time I want to put in the record a letter received by the sub 
eommitte e acd lre Sse Ye to thee hairman and sloned by Hen ‘nry ae Fleishe 
editor of the CIO News. Instead of taking the time to read it into 
the record, I will ask the reporter to embody it in the record, and it 
will be available to anyone who wishes to see it. 

(The letter above referred tois as follows 7 

THE CIO News, 
OFFICIAL ORGAN OF CONGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL ORGANIZATIONS, 
November 27, 1951. 
Hon. Guy M,. GILLerrr, 
Chairman, Senate Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections, Senate 
Committee on Rules and Administration, Senate Ofice Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR GILLETTE: In the Washington Star and other news publi 
cations of November 26, there was reference to that section of the testimony of 
Senator Robert A. Taft in which he described two photographs appearing in the 
October 14, 1946, issue of the CIO News as “the granddaddy of all political com 
posite photographs.” It is our belief that Senator Taft’s comments on these 


two photographs do not correspond with the facts. It would be greatly appre 
ciated if this letter could be placed in the record of the hearings in the form of 
a correction of those remarks. 
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The October 14, 146, issue of the CIO News carried on page 5, two photographs: 
one, approximately one column wide, of Senator Taft; the other almost three 
columns wide of Hjalmar Schacht and Hans Fritzche, both defendants at the 
Nuremburg war crime trials. 

The two photographs are separated by a solid column of white space one-eighth 
of an inch thick. I am convinced that no fair examination of these two photo- 
graphs could possibly lead to the conclusion that they represent a composite 
photographic presentation. They are separate photographs concerning people 
involved in an accompanying feature story—a technique used by every daily 
newspaper and magazine in the country. 

The CIO News, along with every other reputable "publication in this country, 
condemns the use of composite photographs when they are used for defamatory 
purposes of any kind, and I would not permit the publication of any such com- 
posite photograph in the columns of the CIO News. By the same token, we de 
not believe it constitutes a fair or ethical practice for the CIO News to be ae- 
cused unfairly and unjustly of carrying “the granddaddy of all political com- 
posite photographs.” 

I feel certain that your subcommittee, in examining these two photographs, will 
agree that Senator Taft’s criticism was not well taken, and was, in actuality, 
a misrepresentation of the facts. 

Sincerely yours, 
Henry C. FLeIsHER, Editor. 

Senator Gittetre. As I stated at the outset, we are very much dis- 
tressed and very much depressed at the news that has come to us of 
the passing of the minority leader and our very highly respected and 
loved colleague, § Senator W herry. He was also a membe ‘r, and senior 
minority Member, of the Rules Committee, of which this is a sub- 
committee. 

In view of the fact that none of us is feeling in our own spirit and 
in our own hearts any desire to continue with the work of the sub- 
committee today, we feel it incumbent on us to bring these hearings 
to a close. 

I will recognize the Senator from Maine, Senator Smith. 

Senator SmrrnH. Mr. Chairman, I am shocked at the death of Sen- 
ator Wherry. He was one of the most vigorous Americans of his 
time. His passing will be felt by the entire country. 

Senator Gitterre. The chairman recognizes Senator Hennings, of 
Missouri. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman, those of us who believe in the 
two-party system as the best method of attaining good government 

) far discovered in this country realize with profound regret and 
sorrow that in losing Kenneth Wherry, we lose not only a great 
leader, a man who stood for what he believed in the politic ‘al realm, 
but a real friend, a friend of those of us on the majority side as well 
as on the minority. He was always kind, human, considerate, and 
diligent in the pursuit of the principles in which he believed, but un- 
erringly fair and honorable in his effort to attain them. 

I feel that I have lost a friend, and I feel that the two-party system 
of government has lost a staunch supporter and advocate and a great 
American. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gittetre. The Chair recognizes Senator Monroney, of 
Oklahoma. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Chairman, I am deeply saddened at the 
loss of Senator Wherry, a truly great leader of the opposition party. 





No one could be more fair to Members on both sides of the aisle than 
Senator Wherry was in his friendly, affable, and congenial way, al- 
ways to try to help expedite the business of the United States Senate. 
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He was a true friend of everyone in the Senate as well as i. most 
of the people throughout the United States. We could go to him for 
advice and counsel and find him cooperative in every way. 

[ think he stayed on the job perhaps knowing his health was deeply 
impaired in an effort to serve patriotically in a task that had been 
assigned to him through the long, hot summer, and only when illness 
forced his retirement to the hospital did he finally relinquish the role 
that he held. 

Mr. Chairman, America can ill afford to lose such leaders as Sen- 
ator Wherry, and I move that as a further mark of respect to his 
memory and service in the Senate, the committee now stand adjourned 
until 9:30 tomorrow mornirg. 

Senator GruLtetre. As many as favor the motion of the Senator 
from Oklahoma will say “aye”; contrary, “no”; it is carried unani 
mously. 

The committee will stand in recess until 9:30 tomorrow morning. 

(There upon at 3205 p.m. ~ en recessed to reconvene at 

30 a.m. Friday, November 30, 1951. 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 1951 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:35 a. m., in 
room 318, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C., Senator Guy M. 
Gillette (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Gillette (chairman), Monroney, Smith (Maine), 
and Hennings. 

Also present : John P. Moore, chief counsel; Grace E. Johnson, chief 
clerk. 

Senator Gituerre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

The subcommittee meets pursuant to our recess taken yesterday 
afternoon. A quorum is present, and at the time we recessed we were 
hearing Mr. Tate and had not completed. I believe you had com- 
pleted the formal statement and were available for interrogation. Do 
you have something to add, Mr. Tate ¢ 


TESTIMONY OF BEN E. TATE, ACCOMPANIED BY 
JOHN B. HOLLISTER—Resumed 


Mr. Tarr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to read a very brief state- 
ment to clarify some of my testimony yesterday. 

Senator Gitterre. Very well. 

Mr. Tate. Thank you, sir. 

I should lke to make this statement to clear up some axioms r 
standing which may have arisen with respect to the way in which I 
collected finances for the Taft senatorial campaign and the way in 
which the money collected was distributed. 

The Taft for Senate Committee had its only bank account in the 
Fifth Third Union Trust io. of Cincinnati. I collected money for 
this committee and cle ‘posited it in that account. Willis D. Gracison, 
the committee chairman, was in charge of the committee’s operation. 
When he submitted bills to me which he had approved, I signed the 
checks in payment from this bank account. 

As the accounts show, the committee received about S163,000. In 
addition I sent money collected by me for the Taft campaign to eight 
other committees—the Advertising Committee for Taft. the Franklin 
County Taft Committee, the Hamilton County Taft Committee, the 
Independens for Taft, the Physicians Committee for Taft, the North 
ern Ohio Committee in Cleveland, the Southern Ohio Committee in 
Columbus, and the Ohio Voters Committee in Columbus. The reports 


293 
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filed by these committees show total receipts of about $180,000. It is 
my estimate that I supplied about 60 percent of these funds. This 
would indicate that of the $512,000 which the committee staff has 
found was raised by the various committees for Taft in the campaign, 
about half of it came through my hands. The remainder was raised 
by the local committees, and I had nothing to do with it. 

The reason for the decentralization of the operations of the com- 
mittees which were referred to above as allied to the Taft for Sen- 
ate Committee was a matter of control and accounting. We had laid 
down the rule from the beginning that all funds over which we had 
any control should be carefully accounted for, including the filing of 
vouchers for every expenditure, together with the purpose for which 
the expenditure was made. It would seem that Mr. Ferguson’s 
committees were hardly that careful. 

Mr. Clayman and Mr. Hannah have stated under oath before this 
committee that it was customary in Ohio to disregard the law which 
requires that the name of each contributor and the amount contributed 

shall be listed and that all expenditures of more than $10 shall be 
vouchered and the purpose of the expenditure listed. This disregard 
is not common practice in Ohio. It is a deliberate violation of the 
law. and we assume that the committee will take due notice of it. Our 
reports seem to differ from those of Mr. Ferguson’s in that ours 
were legal and theirs were not. 

Ohio is a big State. It is over 300 males north and south and the 
same distance east and west. It has more than 8 million people and 
has 88 counties. The north and south part of the State are by tradi- 
tion quite independent of each other politically. To be efficient a 
campaign must be — lucted locally. 

If the work in Cleveland, for example, had been conducted as a 
branch office for the Taft for Senate Committee, that committee 
would have been faced with two alternatives: One. to submit all 
Cleveland bills for payment in Cincinnati where we would have little 
knowledge of the circumstances of the expenditure and which would 
have added greatly to our accounting problems. The other alternative 
would have been to send money from our Cincinnati account to our 
Cleveland representative with instructions to file his own report 
prope rly vouchered. Under this proce ‘edure our money sent to Cleve- 
land would have had to be re ported by our Cincinnati committee and 
it would then be re ported again by the Cleveland representative, re- 
sulting ina duplication of amounts in reports. This so-called dupli- 
cation is one of the things which has apparently complicated the 
reports of the Ferguson committees. We therefore reached the con- 
clusion early in the campaign that instead of operating our committee 
asa unit, we would set up several smaller committees with which we 
were closely allied and which in some cases were really branches of our 
committee and they would do their own accounting. The funds, 
however, came from the same source. If we had not adopted this 
method, the Taft for Senate Committee in Cincinnati would have 
showed expenditures of perhaps $350,000 instead of the $145,000 
which they now show, the difference appearing in the reported ex- 
penditures of these other committees. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, may I resume the questioning ? 

Senator Giutterre. Of course, Mr. Moore. 

Senator Smirn. I have one question. 
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Mr. Tate, did you destroy any of your campaign financial records 
after the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I took my financial records, but all the correspondence, 
and all that, were destroyed. 

Senator Smiru. Were receipts destroved? I guess you wou 


have receipts. would you? You would have letters and reports and 


ld hot 


deposits ¢ 

Mr. Tare. The deposits were in Mr. Gradison’s office. 

Senator Smiru. Did you keep al! the financial records ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I kept the deposits, and we turned those over to Mr 
Gradison when we finished the campaign. 

Senator Smriru. Anything in the way of financial reports, then, 
vou did keep / . 

Mr. ‘LATE. Yes. We filed those lists of contributors in the Taft 
ror se hate Committee : Columbus. ana the mmounts and t] el) thr tc 
other comniittees e\ ide hi tly filed their re ports accordingly, 

Senator Smirn. Did I understand you to say that all you destroyed 
was the con responden » that had to do with the ec amps uien ¢ ¢ 

Mr. Tare. That is sale 

Senator Smiru. That was all that was destroyed. 

Thank you very much, Mr. ‘Tate. 

Senator Gitterre. Senator ee 

Senator Henninas. I take it. Mr. Tate, that you kept a set of books, 
did you 4 

Mr. Tare. I- 

Senator Henninas. A set of books indicating the contributions, the 
names of the contributors, the amounts, and so on? 

Mr. Tare. We kept them in a regular running—we had copies of 
those when we came in. We had copies of them that we made part of 

e filing. There wa VSsy stem that we worke al out, ai nd we kept a COPD) 
of the addresses. . 

Senator Henninas. Yes. Now. Mr. Tate. when vou made vour re 
ports, or course, Vol compiled these reports from some records which 


you had. did vou not ? 


Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Your reports both under the Federal Corrup 
Practices Act to the Secretary of the Senate nd to the Secretary of 
State at Columbus / , 

Mr. TATE. ] did not make any report to the secretary of the Senate. 

Senator HeNNINGs. You did not ¢ 

Mr. Tater. No. 

Senator Hennines. None was made on vour behalf? You made 
none whatever ? 

Mr. Tarr. No. 

Senator HennineGs. You made one in Ohio, I take it ? 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Henntnes. You had, of course, a set of basie records, did 
vou not, from which that report was made and filed ? ? 

Mr. Tarr. T will tell you how the records were kept. We had forms 
made for the bank de posits which wave the amount we put into the 
bank. Then a copy of f that showed the names of the contributor and 
the amount. There is another copy which showed the addresses 
the names and addresses. The copy that we had with the names and 
amounts was sent attached to this report that we made in Columbus. 
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The copy of the names and addresses, I kept, and the investigators 
asked for it and I gave it to them. 

Senator Hennines. And that is now in the possession of the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Tare. Those are the only records I have. 

Senator Hennives. I take it you have your bank records here, too; 
the campaign bank records, Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. I haven’t them with me. 

Senator Hennineés. Or the committee has them ? 

Mr. Tate. Mr. Gradison might have them. 

Senator Hennines. You do not know whether Mr. Gradison has 
them or not ? 

Mr. Tate. No; I do not know. 

Senator Hennines. Do you know, Mr. Moore / 

Mr. Moore. I do not, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, I ask counsel whether or not 
the committee investigators under the direction of counsel asked that 
the bank records be brought here? 

I am informed that Mr. Gradison has them. That is all I wanted 
to know. 

And you, Mr. Tate, of course, accounted for every sum of money 
in cash or check which you received ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Hennings. You may inquire, Mr. Counsel. 

Thank you. 

Senator Gitterre. Very well, Counsel. 

Mr. Moore. Apropos of the question that was put to you, Mr. Tate, 
by Senator Smith concerning the documents which you still have 
and which have not been destroyed, since we are looking at this from 
the point of view of amendatory legislation, do you not agree that 
it perhaps might be advisable that there be a requirement for the 
preservation of all records, documents, and correspondence in con- 
nection with elections for national office / 

Mr. Tarr. I think it would be necessary to have the information 
that you have now. You see, we had so many letters that I would 
think that it might be that they might be of value, but I do not see 
how they could be of much value—the correspondence. 

The contributor sending any contribution sends it in with a letter, 
and you want to know his name and address and the amount. That 
woul | seem to me to be enough. I do not know anything about the 

ination, really. [ could not venture an opinion on that. It might 

give you some idea of a man’s feeling about the candidate. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, can you state what was the purpose of having 
the names and addresses of contributors on one set of receipts and the 
names and amounts on another set ? 

Mr. Tate. I thought that would be a good record in case we could 
persuade Bob Taft to be a candidate. I might be able to use those. 

Mr. Moore. I do not know whether you have grasped my question. 
The distinction here is between one set Which has names and addresses 
and the other which has names and amounts. 

Mr. Tarr. The names and amounts must be filed in Columbus with 
the report. The names and addresses I kept because I did not want 
any amounts on there because that was the only thing I was going to 
keep out of this whole thing. 
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Mr. Moore. You were not interested then in keeping a record of 
the amounts contributed by those people ‘ 

Mr. Tarr. No; because I did not want that thing around an office 
for people to be looking at. It is none of their business. 

Mr. Moore. But is not that a valuable record to have for future 


use 4 
Mr. Tarr. As long as I have the names and addresses, that is all 
1 want. 


Mr. Moore. That is all you needed? 

Mr. Tarr. That is all I needed. 

Mr. Moore. So that you had no other record of the amounts paid 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moorr. Other than that on file in Columbus / 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mir. Moorr. Would it not have been simpler mere ly to kee Dp for youl 
own files a carbon COPY of the re ports filed in ¢ ‘olumbus ¢ Didn't it 
become necessary for you to delete from your records the amounts 
paid in order to 

Mr. Tarr. No; we had a form made up so that we would simplify, 
in making bank deposits and the reports at the same time. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, you mentioned a moment ago, did you not, that 
vou had left and for warded to the investigators certain of these rec 
ords which you kept in your office in Cincinnati; is not that correct / 

Mr. Tare. Yes: that is right. 

Mr. Moore. I hand you a sheaf of such receipts and ask vou if 
these are not the documents, or part of the documents, which you gave 
to our investigators in Ohio / 

Mr. Tare. I gave these to them. 

Mr. Moore. You eave documents like that to them ? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. I don’t know whether you would recognize the cor 
tainer in which these were mailed to us at Columbus, Mr. Tate. bi it 
| show you the balance of these oo ask you if you will identify 
them as constituting all of the receipts which vou forwarded to us. to 
the best of your recollection. 

Mr. Tarr. I couldn't identify these as all of them, but I could say 
that it would appear that they are. 

Mr. Moore. It would appear to be the quantity, and certainly the 
type of documents which you sent to us; is that correct ? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. Iam assuming good faith of the committee coun 
sel, just like I took his statement on finances vesterday. 

Mr. Moorr. Thank you. 

Now then, do we correctly understand that since these documents 
are in our possession ? you do hot hy: ave copies of these doe ‘uments / 

Mr. Tarr. No: that is right. I asked Mr. L vneh yesterday if he 
could send them back to me. 

Mr. Moorr. Well, do all of these receipts that we have here—do 
they at least constitute the only record which you have of the con 
tributors in the 1950 campaign ? 

Mr. Tare. That is exactly right. 

Senator Hennines. Where are the amounts / 

Mr. Moore. The witness has testified, Senator Hennings, that the 
amounts are not reported here. They are reported only in Columbus. 
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Senator Henninas. I understand that; but where is the record of 
the amounts? 

Mr. Moore. Will you answer that question, Mr. Tate 

Mr. Tare. The record of amounts is attached to our report that we 
filed in Columbus. They are a matter of record. 

Senator Hennines. I just wondered, Mr. Tate—I probably am 
pretty obtuse about all of this—I just wondered where all of the rec- 
ords are from which you are able to compile the reports that were 
filed in Columbus relating to—— 

Mr. Tarr. Senator, these were compiled every day. 

Senator Hennines. I am sure you have a good answer. I just do 
not quite understand it. 

Mr. Tarr. They were compiled every day, when we made the bank 
deposits. 

Senator HenninGs. But the basic records, I mean, as to the amounts, 
that So-and-so gave such-and-such, do you have any record of that’ ; 
Mr. Tare. No; that is in Columbus as a matter of record. I have 

not any record of that. We made that—those were—— 

Senator HENNINGs. They were, I take it, compiled daily, but from 
what? 

Mr. Tare. From making up the bank deposits. 

Senator Hennines. Making up the bank deposits so that, in other 
words, the bank-deposit slips « or the bank-deposit records would then 
harmonize 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator HENNINGs (continuing). With the reports at Columbus? 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. I see. Thank you very much. I just could not 
quite get that through my head, where the basic records were. 

Now, you compiled them each day ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. And the records will reflect the amount as in- 
dicated by the deposits? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Giuterre. And you destroyed the office records then? 

Mr. Tare. No; the office records I h: ud. 

Senator Griterre. The office records carrying the name and the post- 
office address you ke pt, but so far as the record of amounts was con- 
cerned, of the contributions, you kept no record after you had made 
the de ‘posits and re porte 1d to the 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. The record was—you see, we accumulated 
those—we accumulated the names and amounts to be part of the report 
we filed in Columbus, to show dollar contributions. There were 
about, I think, 90,000 on there. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, to put it very briefly, you do not have in 
your office records, or anywhere else today, excepting in the—— 

Mr. Tarr. Columbus. 

Senator GinLerre (continuing). In the State officee—— 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator GILLerre (continuing). A record of the amount of the vari- 
ous people. 

Mr. Tarr. That is right, Senator. 

Senator Smirna. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Tate, do these include 
the chain-letter receipts ? 











} 
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Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Tate, these are 
carbon copies. Where are the originals of these,do you know? These 
are. carbon copies of the statements. 

Mr. Tare. Senator, I am trying to tell you this. I haven't been 
very successful. 

Senator HennrnGs. I am probably, as usual, not too quick to catch 
on, but I just don’t understand. 

Mr. Tare. We got up a form. When this was made up there was a 
carbon copy. This part of it was.a carbon copy. 

Senator HenNriNGs. These are the carbons / 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. And the originals are where / 

Mr. Tare. The original was a bank deposit. 

Senator HennineGs. And those are in a sense bank deposit slips, are 
they / 

Mr. Tare. Part of this information had to be listed, the amounts 
and the cities, as I remember it, and that was the bank deposit. The 
rest of it was the part for our report which was put over in a separate 
place to the secretary of state in Columbus. ‘The rest of it was this. 
We kept this. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, do I understand then that this was 
the supporting sheet of the bank deposit slip that was sent with the 
other money to the bank’ This is just the supporting sheet / 

Mr. Tare. I wanted that for my record. I wanted those names 
without any amounts on them for my record. It’s the only record 
I wanted to keep, because the other record was in Columbus. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Hennings / 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Tate, I just don’t understand. Why arent 
the amounts on these duplicate carbons / 

Mr. "TATE. You see, | run a coal office. a coal mining business. 

Senator HEenNINGs. Yes, si 

Mr. Tare. And I didn’t w: i anything in my files that would dis 
close the amounts the contributors gave. because the amounts thi 
contributors gave were on file as a matter of record in Columbus. 

Senator Ilennxtnes. Why didn’t you want them anywhere wher 
it would be disclosed if it would be a matter of public record / 

Mr. Tarr. Because | cies a lot of people y working in my office. 1 
didn't want some hod to take out 15 of these sheets or some quantity 
of them and say, “John Jones gave so much money.” It’s all right 
to find John Jones gave his address because I wanted to use that later. 

Senator HeNNINGs. Of course anybody in Columbus could see who 
gave every amount that was contributed then, is that right, Mr. Tate ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. That’s right. 

Senator Hennings. But not in your office. They could not have 
gone to your files to determine that / 

Mr. Tarr. That’s right, that’s it. 

Senator Hennines. And the reason the amounts don’t appear here 
is for fear somebody in your office might have taken several sheets out 
and indicated or told others how much some of these people had 
contributed 4 

Mr. Tare. That is right. In other words, it was a private record, 
the names and addresses were a private record. They would go to 
Columbus and get it. 
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Senator Henninos. Yes, sir. Now I see one listed here, “St. Louis, 
Mo., anonymous.” Would you know how much anonymous from St. 
Louis, Mo., gave? Would you have any way of telling that? Is that 
reflected in Columbus ? 

Mr. Tarr. Only to go to Columbus and compare it. 

Senator Henninos. In other words, in Columbus, Ohio, Mr. Tate, 
there is now a record which would reflect “St. Louis, Mo., anonymous,” 
und a given amount contributed, with no address, just “anonymous” ? 

Mr. Tater. No address. 

Senator HENNiNGs. The name “Anonymous” / 

Mr. Tare. Yes; that is right, but it would be part of a duplicate of 
that sheet. 

Senator Hennines. Yes, sir: so that we can go to Columbus, then, 
if Ll understand your description of the systetm which was used, and we 
would find in your report there among other names, the names which 
appear here with the amounts corresponding to their contribution, and 
we would find there “St. Louis, Mo.,” which happens to be my town. 
I just happened to notice that at the head of the sheet here, “Anony- 
mous,” so much money to the Taft campaign; is that correct ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. I will tell you, Senator, how the anony- 
mous contributions—this dollar chain letter, you would get an en- 
velope with a dollar in it, nobody’s name in it, so I just put it in there 
anouymous. I don’t think you will find anything in there anonymous 
over a dollar. There might have been a $5 bill in one of them. 

Senator HenninGs. There is no way of telling from this, of course, 
what any of the amounts are, you see, Mr. Tate, so I take it that that is 
u — ite when you say St. Louis, Mo., isa dollar: it might have been 

SDOO, 

Mr. Tarr. You can identify it up in Columbus. 

Senator Hennines. In Columbus? 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Senator HENNINGs. We could tell that in Columbus ? 

Mr. Tate. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. And all of this is listed in this fashion there 
with the amounts / 

Mr. Tare. Yes, but not the addresses. 1 hey are in the same order. 

Senator Giuuerre. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Gitterre. On the record. 

Senator Hennincs. Mr. Chairman, I notice on this sheet, for ex- 
ample, which I hold in my hand, in the left-hand corner of this and 
to the right of the perforations, that there are some bank numbers 
listed and apparently cut off at this point. 

Now, do those bank numbers not indicate check numbers’ For | 
example, 7039 over 711, 363 over 10, et cetera. Now, what do those 
mean ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I wouldn't know. I can’t figure it out myself. 

Senator Hennines. Well, don’t those appear to you to be numbers 
that appear on bank checks, Mr. Tate? You are familiar with the 
way banks stamp checks, print checks with numbers on them / 

Mr. Tate. | really couldn't say, Senator. It’s got me mystified. 

Senator HenNinGs. You can see something has been typed in there, 
but you are not familiar with what that might be. 
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Here is another sheet which seems to have the same, and here are 
dates indicating dates of checks and check numbers. Doesn't that 
refresh your recollection at all, Mr. Tate? There are a number of 
them. 

Mr. Tare. This would be just a guess. The only way I can figure 
it out would be that it lapped over something from the bank part of 
this thing. 

Senator Hennines. What was the bank part of that thing, Mr. 
Tate / 

Mr. Tarr. You see, this was one operation, all these checks coming 
in here, these deposits. This was a terrific job, 90,000, to service them, 
and we developed this system, and there might be some mistakes out 
of 90,000, but the bank ae was made up on a typewriter, the 
whole form was, and that bank thing was attached, sent over to the 
bank with the checks or the dollar cash, and that was deposited, and 
that had the city on it, I think. 

I am not sure exactly what it was, but it was a bank deposit. These 
other things that [ am talking about were made at the same time on 
the typewriter. 

Senator Henninis. And then apparently cut off and carried to the 
bank ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. Yes, something like that. 

Senator Hennings. Something like that. 

Mr. Tare. I can find out what this is. I don't know whether I 
could— 

Senator Hennines. You don’t blame me for asking vou if you don't 
quite understand yourself. 

Mr. Tarr. I don’t understand what this part of it is. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, may I Just make an observation 
there 

Mr. Tate, if IT understand correctly, you were carrying on your 
activities as treasurer for this campaign from your coal office / 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Smiryu. And you felt vou did not want any records as far 
as the amounts were concerned in your business office that might leak 
out é 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Smirui. uAs coming from the business end of the CAM pura) 
im TI correct in my understanding there ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

senator SMITH. They would have to v0 to ¢ ‘olumbus. If the press, 
for instance, wanted to get an amount or amounts, then they could 
vo to Columbus and find them there / 

Mr. Tare. Columbus. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Tate, I have just two questions. In response 
to the questions of Senator Hennings, you stated that these are carbon 
copies. Where are the originals / 

Mr. Tare. The originals of this 

Senator GiLtLerre. Yes, where are the originals of which these are 
carbon copies 

Mr. Tare. The original bank—when they made the bank deposits, 
that was the original, sir, and then as I remember it that was torn off. 
The rest of this information, that was put in the waste paper basket 
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Part was sent to the bank with checks. This without amounts on it 
was kept forme. ‘This with the amounts on it and the names was sent 
to Columbus. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, when you made out your deposit slip for 
the bank, including cash or checks, whatever you deposited, what 
interest did the bank have in the residence of these drawers of the 
checks ? 

Mr. Tare. Well, in order to clear these checks, I think they re- 
quested us to put the town on there, because you know it — Ibe a 
difficult job to sort it out for clearing, and as I remember it, that was 
their request, that they put the town on it, the name of the town. 

Senator Gitverre. Then these carbon copies are carbon copies of 
deposit slips that you made out from time to time when you made a 
consolidated deposit in your bank ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Part of it is. In making this out, the girl that makes 
that out—the whole thing would be made out. Then the bank deposit 
sheet would be sent to the bank. Then we would keep, as I said before, 
that very sheet that you have in your hand, and the other sheet show- 
ing the name and amount would be ] put aside to be filed with our report 
in Columbus. 

Senator Gitterre. Then this is not a complete copy of your deposit 
slip, because it does not carry the amount that your deposit slip 
carried ¢ 

Mr. Tare. That is right. But we did that purposely. 

Senator GILLetTe. I see. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GIULLETE. Se nator Hennings. 

Senator Hennrnos. These are Federal Reserve numbers, are they 
not. which would indicate the Federal Reserve district on which these 
checks were drawn’ Ordo you run into much of that in your business, 
Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. I would not know, Senator. 

Senator Hennines. Were they run otf on one of these Underwood- 
Elliott-Fisher machines? They made a number of copies, did they 
not. Mr. ‘Tate / 

Mr. Tarr. No. This was done on a typewriter. 

Senator Henninoes. And there is not, Mr. Tate, a master sheet, 
an original somewhere, which shows the names, addresses, and 
amounts / 

Mr. Tarr. You see this perforation here, right along there? 

Senator HENNINGs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tater. This was perforated. That which went to the banks, 
they tore that off. The other part of that, that had the full informa- 
tion on it, was put in the waste paper basket. purposely, because 
all T wanted to keep was the names and addresses. All I wanted to 
file in Columbus was the names and amounts. 


Senator Hennines. What was that that was put in the waste paper 


hasket? What portion ¢ 

Mr. Tare. What? 

Senator Hrnnexcs. What portions were put in the waste paper 
basket / 

Mr. Tarr. A duplication of the money part. You see, I did not 
want to keep any record in my office. I wanted to file the money part 
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in Columbus and the addresses in my office, the names and addresses 
in my office. 

Senator HENNINGs. So in other words, the original was sent to the 
bank, I take it, the money 4 

Mr. Tarr. Yes: the money part. 

Senator Hennines. The amount ? 

Mr. Tare. The amount. 

Senator Hrennines. And the duplicate of the money part, which 
was torn off, was destroye ad? 

Mr. Tarr. That was destroyed, which left the carbon copy of the 
names and addresses and a carbon copy of the names and amounts. 

Senator HenninGs. And an original containing all of the informa- 
tion, I take it? 

Mr. Tarr. No. I told you that would have shown all the informa- 
tion, and that was destroyed. 

Senator Hennineos. The original was destroyed ? 

Mr. Tare. Yes, that is right. 

Senator Hennines. I understood you to say, Mr. Tate—it was my 
mistake—that the portion that was torn off beyond the perforation 
was destroyed. 

Mr. Tare. This was made out, Senator, like this. You make the 
bank deposit and all the information on this sheet. You tear off the 
bank deposit, and that would go to the bank. The rest of this original 
would be destroyed, because it had all the information on it. The 
carbon would have the name and amount. 

Senator Hrenninas. I see. That is what I was trying to say, not as 
well as you said it, that that portion of the original containing the 
dates and the : amounts was destroved ; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. That is correct. 

Senator Hennines. And the name? 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. And the name. 

Senator HENNINGS. The name, date, and amount were destroyed ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. The amounts, the carbon copies reflecting the 
amounts, Went to the bank, and that portion reflecting the names and 
addresses went to Columbus / 

Mr. Tater. That is right. 

Mr. Houuister. No, no. 

Mr. Tare. That part showing the names and amounts went to 
Columbus. 

Senator Hennines. The names and amounts. Excuse me. 

Mr. Tare. To comply with the law. 

Senator Ginterre. So, Mr. Tate, today, if you and your successor 
In organizational activity want to know how much Peter S. Cutler, 
of Post Road Farm, Garrison, N. Y., contributed, you would have to 
vo to the Secretary of State? 

Is it the secretary of state or the auditor 7 

Mr. Tare. The secretary of state. 

Senator Ginterre. You would have to go to the Secretary of State's 
office to find out that amount ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre. There is no other record that you have? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Girtterre. Senator Smith, 

Senator Smiru. I want to make an observation right there. It is 
interesting to note the comparison not only in the detailed reporting 
as made by Mr. Tate as compared to that of other witnesses before 
the committee, but I remember when I was trying to get some detail 
about the lump-sum reports of Mr. Clayman and Mr. Van Schoik and 
Mr. Hannah, we could not get it because they said they did not keep 
any such records. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 

Senator Gituerrer. Is that all 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Moore, have you anything additional / 

Mr. Moorr. Yes, Senator. 

I would like to ask, Mr. Tate, before we leave this subject, the sig- 
nificance of the different colors of these receipts. 

Mr. Tare. I do not think there is any difference. I do not think 
there is. 

Mr. Moore. There is a difference of color, in that we have pink, 
vellow, and white. 

Mr. Tarr. I see that. That is perfectly apparent. But I do not 
know that there is any difference—there is no significance at all, as 
far as I know. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, normally, in making carbon copies, if you have 
various colors, don’t they represent second, third, fourth, and fifth 
copies? Isn't that the usual routine ! 

Mr. Tare. Ido not know. It all depends on the particular problem. 
We could have made those on green or any other color. It did not 
make any difference. 

Mr. Moorr. One further question concerning these receipts. Cer- 
tain of these receipts lack the street addresses of the contributors con- 
taining only in column No. 2 the bank and in column No. 3 the name. 
Column No. 1, on the other sheets, under the caption “Address,” is 
lacking. Can you explain the significance of that 4 

Mr. Tare. No, I cannot. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Tate, just for the better understanding of the com- 
mittee, would it be possible for us to obtain a list of the dollar amounts 
as deposited by you in the bank so that on a specimen sheet we might 
take that list of amounts and attach it to the list of names and addresses 
and have a specimen for our records ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Mr. Gradison has those—the bank has the bank deposit 
slips. I expect you could get it from them. 

Mr. Moore. We can get it from them? 

Mr. Tarr. 1 would think so. 

Mr. Moorr. I believe you said in answer to a question put to you by 
Senator Smith that these re ‘eipts that we have been examining include 
wlso the chain-letter contributions; is that right ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. But you have made no attempt here to segregate the 
chain-letter contributions ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. No. 

Senator Smitu. Mr. Chairman, might I ask Mr. Tate, does the 
Ohio law require the address in addition to the name and the amount 
of the contributor 4 


Mr. Tare. No. 
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Senator SmirH. Thank you. 

Mr. Moore. So far as State law is concerned, Mr. Tate, do you not 
agree that it probably would be a healthy thing if the State laws did 
require a reporting, at, say, Columbus, in ‘the case of Ohio, of complete 
information as to the names, amounts, addresses, city, and State of 
contributors ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. I think there are two sides on that. It might be a good 
idea to have them, but they are open to the public, you know, and a 
great many sucker lists are built up for all sorts of rackets. 1 could 
not answer that really, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. But, at the present time the names are at least there; 
are they not? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Now then, the statement which you read a moment ago, 
Mr. Tate, is in amplification and explanation of certain of your 
testimony yesterday; is that right? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I do not have a copy of the statement 
which was read by Mr. Tate, and I think that I was able to take notes 
as he went along, but in the event that there are further questions 
then I would like to request the opportunity for the recall of the wit- 
ness, if need be. 

Senator Gitterrr. Well, Mr. Moore, Senator Monroney was unable 
to be present this morning, and adv ised the chairman that he had some 
questions that he w: anted to ask of Mr. Tate, and, I understand that 
the Senator will be here at our afternoon session, so I will ask the 
witness to step aside for now. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I did not want to indicate by that that 
I had completed my questioning of the witness at this time. It was 
just that it was in reference to the statement which he presented this 
morning that I would like to have further opportunity to inquire. 

Senator Gitterre. When he is recalled you will, of course, have full 
opportunity, along with Senator Monrone ‘vy, to propound any addi- 
tional interrogatories. I understand you have some additional ques- 
tions now, and Senator Hennings s: ays that he has a question he wishes 
to ask, if you will allow him to do it now. 

Senator HENNINGs. I thought the questioning was about complete. 
[ wanted to ask Mr. Tate, Mr. Chairman, with the committee's per- 
mission, When the solicitation of funds for the Taft campaign began, 
I wanted to ask him and for him to tell us the circumstances under 
which the committee reported a balance on hand of S127,S7T1.78 on 
May 2, 1950, but reported ¢ nasetbadteie of only $35,520.70 after May 
Those are the facts which our investigation app: oak has disclose a 
Mr. Tate, and, of course, I may be taking this out of order, and I did 
so on the assumption that you were about to comple te your question- 
ing of the witness, Mr. Moore, and I would like, if you will, Mr. Coun- 
sel, with the permission of the chairman, to develop that further and 
1 will withdraw the question for the time being if that happens to be 
out of youre ‘thronological sequence or pl in of presentat ion with respect 
to this witness. 

Mr. Moore. Perhaps the witness would prefer to answer it now. 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

I don’t quite understand your question. You say about collecting 
35.000 
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Senator Hennines. As I understand it, Mr. Tate, it is reported to 
us that on your statement of receipts and expenditures filed by you 
individually as Ben E. Tate, as treasurer of the Taft for Senate Com- 
mittee, you reported a balance on hand—I am looking for the date on 
this—this was filed with the secretary of State of Ohio on behalf of 
‘the Taft for Senate Committee on November 15, 1950, and you report 
that the balance on hand as of May Y, 1950, totaled $127 S71. 78. 

Now, unless I misread this, Mr. Tate, and misunderstand it, the 
additional contributions following May 2, I take it, up to the election 
day, totaled $35,320.70, so that—— 

Mr. Tarr. Do you want to seit if 1 collected more than that? 

Senator Hennings. I just wanted for vou to tell us, please, just 
what that means by way of there having been no more than $35,320 
collected after May 2, when prior to May 2 there was collected 
$163,190. 

soi Tarr. Senator, that was only—835,000 was the only—lI don’t 
have to identify that—there was only $35,000 put in the Taft for 
Senate Committee. 

I collected more than that, as I read in my statement. I put it into 
hese other committees. 

Senator Hennines. You collected it and sent it to the other com- 
mittees ? 

Mr. Tater. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Now, such amounts _ vou collected in your 

ipacity as treasurer and forwarded to other committees, did you 
report! C 

L ATE. No. 

Saati Hennines. For example, if a gentleman from Texas came 
to you W ith a S10,000 check made pavable to vou or to this committee, 
vou then made ita prac tice, I take it, to endorse that check over in 
some instances, not specifically the $10,000 or the specific gentleman 
from Texas— 

Mr. Tarr. Don’t say $10,000, because IT would not have taken it. 

Senator Hrennines. Call it, then, $10 from Mr. X of the State of 
Idaho, and that would make it more palatable, although I think it 
would be to a campaign treasurer—if you were to have him come to 
vou with $10 in cash or $10 through a check, vou would not report 
either in the event that you turned either the cash or the check over 
to one of the other « ollateral or subsidiary committees 4 

Mr. Tarr. That is exactly right. 

senator Hy NNINGS. And you would then rely pon them, Mr. ‘Tate, 
would you not, sir—— 

Mr. Tarr. Yes, sil 

Senator Hennineés (continuing). To report the money which was 
actually handed to you ¢ 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Did vou keep anv record of such money ¢ 

Mr. Tare. No. I didn’t: because the record would be in those com- 
mittees. 

Senator Gitterre. You mean if they reported it ? 

Mr. Tarr. If they reported. 

Senator Hennines. I was just going to ask vou whether, as a matter 
of just and plain good business practice, it would not appeal to you 
as being a good thing, aside from your own accountability in the 
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matter, to keep some record of contributions, particularly in cash, 
for your own protection. 

Mr. Tarr. I don’t think so. You see, these other committees, we 
knew them well or I would not have given money to them. We had 
the utmost confidence in them. 

Senator Hennines. But you have no wi LV ot knowing whether the 
other committees reported any of these amounts that passed through 
you or not, have you, Mr. Tate ? 
~ Mr. Tarr. No: I have not checked that. 

Senator Hennines. You have never checked 

Mr. Tarr. No. I understand from them that these reports have 
been made, but [ have not actually checked them. 

Senator Hennings. You understand from all of them that these 
reports have been made ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Yes, that J have sent mone Vy to, reports have been made. 

Senator Henninas. Yes, sir: and what is the nature of that under- 
standing, is it the result of personal inquiry on your part of each of 
the treasurers of these subsidiary or collater: i committees / 

Mr. Tare. It was not a definite Inquiry: it s just 1 know these 
people, and I just 

Senator Hennines. You just assumed, then, that they had reported ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. That is right: having confidence in them, I assumed it. 

Senator Hennings. Yes; and coming down here before this inquiry, 
this hearing, vou made no effort to ascertain from these several com 
inittees or from their treasurers or other oflicers of responsibility 
whether they had reported or not the amounts which had been O1lven 
to you, Mr. ‘Tate? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Hh NNINGS. Sothatina sense vou were a conduit for a co 
side rab les suithi ot money in checks ancl in eash, hone of which Was ever 
re ported by you, le | hone of wh) ic h. in sofar as Vou are able to te 1] us 
detinitely an with certainty, has ever been reported ; is that correct 

Mr. Tarr. That is exactly correct. 

cians Th vniNGs. And you have no records whatever of any of 
these amounts / 

Mr. TATE. That is right. 

Senator bhi NNINGS. You have told is— 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

senator Hy NNINGS, Do Vou recall how many otners oft the commit- 
tees sent cash money or checks ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. It is in this statement. 

Senator Henninces. How many’ How many are there? 

Mr. Tarr. Eight. 

Senator Henninas. Yes, sir. And while vou were ve rv meticulous, 
Mr. Tate, in these records which you vourself undertook to file and did 
file with the Secretary of State as to the amounts on file in Columbus 
but not appearing on these records, the considerable sums which passed 
through your hands—and I assume they were considerable sums— 
you have no record of. whatever: is that right / ; 

Mr. Tarr. I haven't in my possession any record, but the reeords 
are in these committees, that is my opinion, because I have confidence 
in the members of those committees. 

Senator Hennines. That is your opinion ? 


Mr. Tarr. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Hennines. Are you able to tell us how much from their 
records or yours were allocated, or allocated in each instance by you 
to them ? 

Mr. Tare. No; I can’t. 

Senator Hennines. What is the name of the first committee appear- 
ing there, Mr. Tate, please, sir? 

Mr. Tare. Advertising Committee for Taft. 

Senator Henntnes. Have you any idea, can you give us any approxi- 
mation or estimate of the amount of mone y that you sent to the Adver- 
tising Committee for Taft which passed through your hands for 
that committee / 

Mr. Tare. I could give you a rough estimate on all the committees. 
I would say about 60 percent of the money in these committees was 
collected by me. 

Senator Hennines. How much do you think about, sir, that you 
sent to the first one you have listed / 

Mr. Tare. Oh, 25,000 or 30,000, something like that. 

Senator Hennrnes. You would say you sent something like twenty- 
five or thirty thousand to the first committee. Where is the copy of 
those names of these committees, counsel / 

It could be 15,000 and it is possible that it was 40,000; 1s that correct, 
Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. I don’t think it was 40,000. 

Senator Henntn@s. But you are not sure / 

Mr. Tare. I am not sure. 

Senator Hennines. And you don’t know how much of it was cash 
and how much of it was represented by checks, do you, sir / 

Mr. Tater. No; I don’t. 

Senator Hennines. So that if the advertising committee shows a 
total amount of contributions as $77,000, you would assume that 
maybe twenty-five or thirty thousand of that amount is represented 
by money which passed through your hands? 

Mr. Tarr. Right. 

Senator Hennineos. And of which you kept no record / 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. In forwarding this money to the several com- 
mittees, did you do so by mail? 

Mr. Tater. Yes. 

Senator Hrennines. Did you write covering letters saying, “Dear 
Mr. So-and-so of the Advertising Committee for Taft. I herewith 
hand Vou chee ks listed as follows, in the following sums, and « ‘ash 
additionally or money orders additionally representing cash, and ask 
you to ac knowledge rece ipt of it”? 

Mr. Tare. I don’t think I asked them to acknowledge receipt, but 
I transmitted some by mail, some I gave to them. 

Senator Hennines. 1 assume, sir, that when you transmitted by 
mail you wrote a covering letter; did you not, Mr. Tate 4 

Mr. Tarr. Certainly. 

Senator Hennivxes. And do you know where any of those covering 
letters are / 

Mr. Tare. No, 1 do not. They might have been destroyed with the 
other files. the letters. 

Senator Hennines. Who destroyed these letters relating to the 
amounts forwarded to the subsidiary committees / . 
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Mr. Tare. Some of the people in my office that I had instructed 
them to do. 

Senator Hennines. What did they do with them / 

Mr. Tare. What did they do with them ¢ 

Senator Henninos. Did they burn them? 

Mr. Tarr. I don’t know. 

Senator Henninos. Did you instruct them specifically as to how to 
destroy them ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. No; I did not. I said I didn’t want them around the 
office. I wanted to get rid of them. 

Senator Hennineas. But those were the people that vou didn’t want 
to know the amounts; were they not, Mr. ‘Tate / 

Mr. Tarr. Oh, no, ¥ My secretary, I had her handle the job. 

Senator Hennines. I understood you to say, sir, that the reason for 
your not having the amounts on these ieatlagiie was that you didn’t 
want the people in the office to know how much money had been con- 
tributed by these people from all over the country. 

1 don’t know that they would have much interest in some of these 
in Philadelphia, Des Moines, Iowa, and St. Louis contributions, but 
in these amounts that were forwarded to the Taft subsidiary com- 
mittees, the covering letters you think now were destroyed under your 
direction ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. By people in your office / 

Mr. Tare. My secretary has been with me for many years, and I 
have great. confidence in her. She knew about some of these sums. I 
mean she was there. And I asked her to de ‘stroy these letters and files. 
All I wanted to keep was what I told you that I kept. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Tate, I hope won't think I am expres 
sing too much incredulity at what might be a perfectly logical and 
reasonable way of doing business, but you have told us that the reason 
that the amounts didn’t appear on here was because you did not want 
anybody in your office to see them, and now you say you have a secre- 
tary whom you trust implicitly. Didn't she have charge of these, sir? 

Mr. Tare. Right. I said the people in my office. We have quite 
a few people in my office. 

Senator Hennineés. Don’t you have files with locks on them / 

Mr. Tarr. Iam running a business there. 

Senator Henninos. I understand, sir. 

Mr. Tare. 90,000 letters or maybe more. This thing was a year old. 
I mean this was a year back. 

Senator Henninas. Yes, sir, but I am talking about these things. 
These do not represent any requirement for any amount of space 
during the campaign that could not have been found in the cabinets 
that could be locked, Mr. Tate ? 

Mr. Tare. We were talking about two different things. You asked 
about letters. I have already told you my position on those, sir. 

Senator Henninos. I probably don’t phrase my questions very 
clearly, sir, but I will try again if Imay. 

You have told this committee, Mr. Tate, that the reason the amounts 
do not appear upon these carbons was because you do not want people 
in your office to know the amount of money contributed by these various 
people from all over the country, and that you thereafter destroyed 
the deposit slip or the original slip reflecting the amount. 
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Mr. Tarr. That is right. May I should have added the people in 
my office or nobody else. 

Senator Hennin@s. To protect these people; yes, sir. 

Now thereafter you say that these various amounts that were sent 
to the subsidiary organizations in the Taft campaign, some were sent 
under covering letters which are now destroyed. 

Mr. Tare. I think they are destroyed. They might not be. I be- 
lievethey are. I would say that they are. 

Senator HenninGs. Now who typed those letters, Mr. Tate ? 

Mr. Tater. My secretary. 

Senator HENNINGs. Your secretary. And she also had custody of 
these, did she not ? 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. I will find out all this information for 
you, Senator. ‘This thing isa year old. You are asking me questions 
Tean’t really say “yes” or “no” to, 

Senator Henninas. Yes. Well, you understand, I am entirely un- 
familiar with the way that you were conducting your operation. We 
are just trying to find out, Mr. Tate. 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Now, then, what are the committees here, Mr. 
Moore / 

Here was the Physicians’ Committee for Taft, contributions 
$8,124.90. Are you able to approximate for the benefit of this com- 
mittee about how much you sent to the Physicians for Taft, in cash 
money and in checks? 

Mr. Tarr. It would be a guess, Senator. I would not say that I 
gave them over $1,000. 

Senator Henninos. Over how much, sir? 

Mr. Tarr. Over $1,000. That is just a guess. 

Senator Hennines. But you have no record anywhere to indicate 
whether it was $1,000 or $2,000 ? 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Henntinas. Could it have been $5.000? 

Mr. Tare. I do not think so. 

Senator Hennines. But you are not sure that it could not have been 
$5,000, are you, Mr. Tate / 

Mr. Tare. I could not testify th: "7 it could not be $5,000. 

Senator Henntnos. Now, Mr. Tate, the Northern Ohio Taft for 
Senate Committee, 1215 Terminal “asad in Cleveland, indicates that 
they received $86,910.50. Are you able to tell us, sir, how much was 
channeled or circuited Phonan vou for that committee ? 

Mr. Tare. No: I cannot, definitely. 

Senator Hennines. You do not know how much you sent to that 
committee, either / 

Mr. Tater. No. But that was one of our divisional committees in 
the organization. 

Senator Henninas. The north and the south? 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Hrennrnes. So that amount was likely rather substantial ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Henntnes. About $50,000, would you say? 

Mr. Tarr. You are asking me to guess, Senator. I would guess 
$50,000. 
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Senator Hennines. Your guess would be about the same as mine, 
then, would it not? 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Henninos. And I do not know anything about it, and you 
and I agree on its being around $50,000. 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Hennine6s. But you have no way of buttressing or confirm- 
ing that, either / 

Now, here is Albert J. Mayer. He is the treasurer of the southern 
Ohio committee. And this report reflects contributions totaling 
$55,715, which that committee received. How much of that commit- 
tee’s money came from you, Mr. Tate / 

Mr. Tarr. I would say almost all of it. 

Senator Hennines. Maybe $50,000 of it? 

Mr. Tare. Yes: that is right. 

Senator Henninos. And the Physicians Committee for Taft, we 
have covered. 

Now, here is the Ohio Farm Committee for Taft. How much did 
you send to that committee, Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. I do not think I sent anything to that committee. 

Senator Hennings. Well, they only got $520, altogether, anyway. 

Mr. Tare. They raised their own money. 

Senator Hennines. You do not remember having sent any to them? 

Mr. Tarr. No. 

Senator Hennines. Now, the Women’s Brigade for Senator Taft, 
do you remember sending any cash or checks to the Women’s Brigade 
for Taft ¢ 

Mr. Tare. No; I do not, Senator. I don’t think we gave them any, 
either. 

Senator Hennings. So far as you remember, you do not think you 
gave them any ? 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Do you remember how much you sent to the 
Republican Finance Committee in Columbus, Ohio, Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tarr. I think it was around $20,000. 

Senator HENNINGs. $20,000 ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. Something like that, ves. 

Senator Henntnas. More or less. It could have been $15,000 or 
$25,000, or something in that vicinity ? 

Mr. Tare. It was right around $20,000. 

Senator Henninos. Yes. And was that also sent under a covering 
letter ? 

Mr. Tare. I think I delivered that. 

Senator Henninos. You delivered it by hand? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. I might have sent a letter. But I went there 
frequently. 

Senator Henntnos. How much of the total amount that you had, 
Mr. Tate, was in cash money? How much cash money passed through 
vour hands, approximately ? 

Mr. Tare. I could not tell you that. I told you yesterday how I dis- 
tributed this money. I could not figure the cash. With a lot of these 
dollar bills, it would be impossible for me to-do it. 

Senator Henntnas. I thought bills were deposited in the bank as 
a rule. 
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Mr. Tarr. Yes. But you meant the cash that I received altogether ? 

Senator Hennines. No. How much cash for the purpose ‘of dis- 
tribution to the several committees went through your hands and was 
not reported | by you, but you hope reported by the committees 4 

Mr. Tate. I tigure a little over $100,000. 

Senator Hennineés. You would say about $100,000 in cash money 

came through your hands for the various committees / 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. And you assume that these committees reported 
that money / 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Henninos. How much in checks came through your hands, 
approximately, for the several committees, Mr. Tate ¢ 

Mr. Tare. That $100,000, in cash and checks—— 

Senator Henninos. I was talking about cash first, and then I was 
hoping to get to the checks. 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Henninos. How much of the $100,000 do you think was in 
cash money, currency / 

Mr. Tare. I don’t know. I am trying to distinguish between the 
manner in which I distributed this—I would say that the money | 
gave them was practically all checks, but I had cashed the checks. 

Senator Hennings. Did you have any particular way of delivering 
this cash money, the ¢ ue ney, to the various committees? Did you 
hand it to them, Mr. Tate, or did you send it by mail, or did you 
send it by American Express, declared valuation? How was that 
handled ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. No. I bought Cincinnati drafts. and New York drafts 
with the cash. 

Senator HenNINGs. In all cases / 

Mr. Tarr. Yes: that is right. 

Senator Hennines. You never, in any instance whatever, received 
a cash contribution from any individual and handed the cash over to 
some other person ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. No. I cannot remember doing that. I really did not. 
I mean, my system was to take the checks cashed—we had cash con- 
tributions—and buy New York drafts or Cincinnati drafts and deliver 
them to— 

Senator Hennines. Then we understand, Mr. Tate, that you in no 
case, as a conduit for cash money or currency that passed through your 
hands, ever had it pass neater vour hi ands without being converted 
into a bank draft or other form of chose in action ? 

Mr. Tare. I could not say all of it. It might have been $200 that 

‘ame in in cash, and I took it over to the Hamilton C ounty Republican 
Taft Committee with the names, and I might have given them names, 
but the 

Senator Hennines. Now, Mr. Tate, before we leave that point, 
please, sir, in no case was it more than $200 that you in cash handed 

» anybody; are we to believe that? Is that your wish, sir? 

Mr. Tarr. I used that as an example. I am not sure whether I 
took cash to the Hamilton County Taft Committee or whether I took 
checks, but in each instance they got the names of the contributors. 
That was right in Cincinnati, you see. 
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Senator HeNNiNGs. You do not remember then, Mr. Tate, how much 
cash you may have handed or carried to various of these other com- 
mittees and given to them in cash money, currency ? 

Mr. Tare. I can say that I did not give any of it to them unless 
they had the names of the contributors. 

Senator HenninoGs. Unless they had the names. 

Mr. Tare. Unless I delivered the names of the contributors. 

Senator Hennrines. Now, then, let us get back to the question, 
please, Mr. Tate. Do we understand then that, insofar as you recall, 
there did or did not pass through your hands cash money that was not 
converted into a bank instrument or other evidence of value for the 
purpose of these committee 4 

Mr. Tate. With the exceptions that I have listed to you, I cannot 
recall—I am trying to answer your question, Senator-—— 

Senator Henninos. I know you are, sir. 

Mr. Tare. But I would say that I could not definitely say that it 
was all delivered by check. 

Senator Hennings. No, sir. 

Mr. Tare. I could not definitely say that. 

Senator HENNINGs. Now, as far as—— 

Mr. Tate. If it was cash, it was a very small percentage of it. 

Senator Hennings. What percentage, would you say, Mr. Tate, was 
cash handed by you to various individuals or committees or groups 
for campaign purposes of which you kept no record and which, insofar 
as you know, has never been accounted for ? 

Mr. Tare. I could not figure the percentage. 

Senator HENNiINGs. You cannot figure the percentage ? 

Mr. Tate. No. 

Senator Hennincs. Would you say 5 percent of the total amount, 
or 10 percent? Can you give us some ‘approxim: ition 4 

Mr. Tare. I would estimate not over 5 percent. 

Senator Hennin6s. About 5 percent of the total amount was in 
cash 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Henxineés (continuing). That passed through your hands, 
then and retained its form as currency or coin and went to individuals 
and committees for campaign purposes: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I think so. 

Senator HenninGs. And, insofar as you know, you can recall none 
of these specific instances representing the 5 percent of the total 

Mr. Tater. No; I can't. 

Senator HENNINGs. What would be 5 percent of the total amount. 
5 percent of $500,000 ¢ 

Mr. Tare. No: I am talking about the money—about $100,000 ? 

Mr. Moore. What figure did you have in mind when you were 
speaking of 5 percent, Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. 1 was talking about this money that I distributed to the 
other committees. . 

Mr. Moore. You did not mean a percentage of all of the money 
which oo are responsible for in the reports filed in Columbus ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. No; that is right. 

Senator Hennings. Can you, out of that approximately $5.000, Mr. 
Tate, give us any instances of where you may have handed groups or 

individual cash or currency / 
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Mr. Tarr. I only said “5 percent” to be sure that IT would answer 
the question as correctly as possible. That was the only guess I could 
make. 

Senator HENNINGs. Can you tell us of any spec ific cases where the 
cash was handed to them and not through a check 4 

Mr. Tare. No: I couldn't. I might have done it, and that is the 
reason I said “about 5 percent.” I wanted to answer the question as 
accurately as possible, 

Senator HENNINGs. So, it might have been $5,000, but 
remember anv one Instance / 

Mr. Tare. No. 

Senator Hrennines. Having given anybody anything in cash / 

Mr. Tarr. Not definitely: I might have done it. 

Senator Hennines. Then, Mr. ‘Tate, as 1 understand it, you testi- 
tied that you must have given about 35,000 or may have given——let me 
put it that way—or could have given—— 

Mr. ‘Tarr. Could have given. 

Senator Hennines (continuing). To individuals in cash, but vou 
do not remember ever having done it. How do vou arrive at your 
approximation of 5 percent, and why do you say you did give it if you 
do not remember having given it / 

Mr. Tare. Well, I just told you about the Hamilton County com- 
mittee, Senator. 

Senator Hennings. Yes, sit 

Mr. Tarr. I explained that to vou. 

Senator Henninecs. That was S820 approximately, 

Mr. Tare. I said I might have taken $200 over there. 

Senator Hennings. I do not want to pin you down. 

Mr. Tarr. The only reason I mentioned that, I left that leeway my- 
celf I might have gone over there with cash and names and eviven 
to them. 


vou can't 


senator Hy NNINGS. You Hh} elt have. but vou do not know whether 
Vol did or not / , 
~ Mr. Tare. I do not know whether I did or not. 

Senator HENNINGS. Sothiat. ins lrvesting the 5 percent, vou do not 
Khow W hether t Was 5D percent or 10 percent or none at all? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Henninas. As a matter of positive and affirmative fact 4 

Mr. Tare. Iam sure it wasn't ovel five, because I couldn't have 

Senator Hennines. But you cannot remember any one instance 
that could have gone to comprise a total of 5 percent of SLOOLOO0 ¢ 

Mr. Tare. No: that is meht. 

Senator Henninas. Thank vou, Mr. Tate. 

Mr. Tarr. Thank you, Senator. 

Senator Ginterre. Mr. Tate, | want to ask vou a few questions, sum- 
ming up what the Senator from Missouri h: is been covering in his inter- 
rogation. 

| have here a photostatic copy of vour statement of expenditures 
ana rece ipts filed with your Secretary of State under the Ohio law. as 
the statement of Ben E. Tate, treasurer of the Taft-for-Senator com- 
mittee. 

This statement shows that you received $35,320.70, and that is tabu- 
lated, and it shows the balance on hand or 2. 1950, as SIZTST1.78 
or a total of S$163.192.48. 
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The contributions, prior to May 2, 1950, were they filed by tabulated 
form—were they filed in a tabul: ated form anywhere ¢ 

Mr. Tare. The primary form. 

Senator Gittetre. You listed and itemized contributions in the 
sum of $35,000 plus, but the balance on hand May 2, 1950—— 

Mr. Tare. That was filed on record in ¢ a 

Senator Gitterre. Prior to that time? 

Mr. Tare. Yes; that is right. 

Senator GILLETTE. Now, this $163,192.48, the sum of those two 
items, the balance on hand, and the $355.000 plus received, does that 
represent all of the money that came into your hands as treasurer of 
the Taft-for-Senate committee for campaign purposes 4 

Mr. ‘Tare. That is mght. 

Senator Gitterre. You have just testified that various sums came 
into your hands for the ‘Paft-for-Senate campaign that vou transmitted 
to other organizations 4 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre. Then, this does not represent the entire sum of 
money that came into your hands as treasurer for the Taft campaign ¢ 

Mr. Tare. No; not the Taft ¢ paren but for the Taft committee. 

Senator Gitterre. Will you tell us in summation how much money 
came into your hands for use in the candidacy of Senator Taft for 
reelection in 1950, in the 1950 campaign’ How much did you receive ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Approximately $500,000, 

Senator GitLerre. Approximately $500,000, 

When you made your report to the Secretary of State, why did you 
not report the sums that you hed received up to approximately 
S500 000 4 

Mr. Tarr. Because, as I explained in this statemen t. the subsidiary 
committees of ours, | gave the money to them, and they reported it, 
and they—— 

Senator Gitterre. You hoped they reported it. 

Mr. Tarr. Well, I have confidence in them, and IT am sure they did. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Tate, vour obligation is to report the sums 
of money that come into your hands, under the laws of the State « 
Ohio, sums of money that come into your hands in your capacity as 
treasurer of this org@anization, and the expenditure of those sum 
and vou have sO) itemized a number ot them 1h this report, Is 1 { 
not true ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. That is might. 

Senator GILLETTE. Why did you not itemize the sums that you 
received and had expended through the medium of other organi- 
zations / 

Mr. ‘Tarr. Because I was treasurer of the campaign, which you 
will see on my stationery, the Taft campaign—these were our com- 
mittees. 

Senator Gitterre. They were what / 

Mr. ‘Tarr. These were our committees, the eight committees; they 
were subsidiary conunittees. We elected to or@anize them that way. 
Senator Gitterre. Certainly. . 

Mr. Tare. And they were, those commiittees—the treasurers repo! ted 
forthem. You have the reports right there. 

Senator Gitterre. Again I say, you hope they did, but Tam asking 


I 


about your report. You, in your capacity as treasurer of the Taft 
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for Senate Committee, received, for instance, a check from Mr. Hen- 
nings, of St. Louis, Mo., in the sum of $500 drawn payable to your 
order. You sent it to some subcommittee. Why didn’t you report 
that as having been received by you? 

Mr. Tarr. Because it would have been a duplication, and—— 

Senator Gitterre. And supplementing it, why did you not report 
it as a disbursement that you received $500 by check from Tom Hen- 
nings, and that you disbursed it by sending it to another committee ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. Senator, that would have been a duplication. 

Senator Gititerre. A duplication of what ? 

Mr. Tare. In the total of funds reported in the Taft campaign. 
If I had reported that, and when these committees reported it, that 
would have been a duplication, and that is why I read this statement 
here today. 

Senator Gititerre. Did you follow through to find out whether they 
reported a particular contribution ? 

Mr. Tare. I did not, but, Senator, I had great confidence in these 
people. They were our people in the campaign, just like you would 
have confidence in somebody that you knew well. 

Senator Gitterre. | am sure that you have it, and I am sure that 
it is justified, but the fact remains that there is a responsibility to the 
electorate. 

For instance, if I had sent you a check—and, by the way, I will 
interpolate there were these checks or contributions drawn to your 
order or drawn to one of these subcommittees ? 

Mr. Tare. They were drawn in various ways, Taft campaign; Taft 
for Senate; Ben E. Tate, campaign manager, and every kind of way. 

Senator Gitterre. If, for instance, I had sent a check to you, drawn 
to your order or to this Taft committee for the Taft campaign in the 
sum of $500, how am I to know what became of it under the system 
that you have outlined here? You could say to me, “Why, I sent 
your check to Bill Jones of the Farmers for Taft Committee, and I 
have great confidence in him and I think he undoubtedly used it for 
the campaign,” but do you have any way that you can assure me that 
that money was spent properly ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. His name would appear in one of these reports. 

Senator Gitterre. If he reported it. 

Mr. Tare. 1 grant you that. I just have to rest on the fact that I 
had confidence 1n our own people. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, the fact remains, Mr. Tate, that you do 
not have a specific record at this time, showing the amounts of money 
and the total amounts of money that you received for Senator Taft’s 
campaign, do you 4 

Mr. Tare. In my possession ¢ 

Senator Giuterre. Anywhere; or that you can get them, excepting 
as you have suggested, that you go to the Secret: ry of State’s office 
in Columbus and copy what has been reported by these various agen- 
cies to which you disbursed the money. Have you any statement 
anywhere—— 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre (continuing). Any list of the amounts of money 
you received and how you expended it, including these subcommittees / 
' Mr. Tare. No, I haven't, Senator. 
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Senator Gitterre. But you, in your best judgment, received some 
$300,000 ? 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre. And you have no tabulation to give to this sub- 
committee as to how you expended it, unless they reported it / 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator GitLerre. That is all. 

Senator Smirg. Mr. Chairman / 

Senator GILLerre. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smirx. Mr. Tate, apparently you had the same confidence 
in your committees that you turned the money over to that the people 
who turned the money over to the PAC had, th: it the mone y would be 
reported by the proper people receiving the money. 

Now, Mr. Tate, I think it is very important for the committee to 
have as much information on these money transactions as possible, 
and Tam sure you agree about that. 

Will you recheck your files and ask the committees who received 
some of the mone y to recheck their files, or to check their files and ob- 
tain everything that is available that can possibly be found in the 
Way of memos and letters, correspondence concerning transactions 
of money during the campaign ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I will. 

Senator Smrrxa. Lam thinking about the money between you and 
these committees. 

Mr. Tare. I will. 

Senator Smirn. Thank you very much. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Tate, the Ohio Republican finance committee was 
essentially a disbursing committee, was it not, for the purpose of 
channeling funds to the other State organizations / 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Now, in that situation the Ohio Republican finance 
committee did, in fact, take up on books properly kept all contribu- 
tions coming into its hands; is that not so / 

Mr. Tare. I couldn't testify to that. I imagine they did. 

Mr. Moore. But at least the procedure as outlined there, don’t 
you agree, is the procedure which the chairman had in mind should 
ave been adopted in your own case, following the pattern of the 
Ohio Republican finance committee, inasmuch as you were essentially 
channeling funds to other Taft for Senate committees; isn’t that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. I don’t really understand your question. You say the 
chairman ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Chairman Gillette. 

Mr. Tare. Oh, I think that is what the chairman meant. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, in forwarding contributions to other com- 
mittees, upon what basis did you determine the allocations! Was 
it need basis / 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. And who communicated the need to you ? 

Mr. Tarr. Our own group, I mean the fellows that ran the com 
inittees, and we talked over what they needed, the usual way that 
vou would find out about needs of a committee. 


21644—52 21 
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Mr. Moore. Well, now, there were 31 county Taft for Senate 
committees, were there not / 

Mr. Tare. Yes: but I have nothing to do with those, only those I 
have mentioned here. 

Mr. Moore. And except for the ones that you have mentioned, none 
of the funds which you received were channeled to those county 
committees: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Moore. Turning to the Taft for Senate Committee of which 
you were treasurer, I will ask you was there a budget prepared for 
its activities in advance of the campaign / 

Mr. Tarr. Well, there are a lot of political budgets made, but I 
don't know of any of them that you could really hold to, so we just 
had to go along and do { he best we could on each problem. 

Mr. Moore. Did you generally attempt to prepare budgets for all 
of these Taft for Senate committees / 

Mr. Tarr. The only budget I knew of was what we could afford 
to do, what they had to do. 

Mr. Moore. Well, now, the main Taft for Senate Committee of 
which vou were treasurer could have carried out, performed the 
functions of the Advertising for Taft Committee, could it not? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moors. What was the reason for the creation of an Advertising 
for Taft Committee if Taft Committee proper could have carried 
on its functions / 

Mr. Tare. I have assigned a reason in this statement, which T will 
vive to you. 

Mr. Moore. And what was that reason / 

Mr. Tarr. 1 will quote from this in answer: 

The reason for the decentralization of operations for the committees which 
were referred to above us allied to the Taft for Senate Committee was a matter 
of control and accounting. We laid down the rule from the beginning that all 
funds over which we had any control should be carefully accounted for, including 
the filing of vouchers for every expenditure together with the purpose for which 
the expenditure was made. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Tate. the Advertising for Taft Committee had its 
headquarters in Akron, Ohio: is that not correct ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. And so from the point of view of control and account 
ing, would it not have been more conducive to control and account 
ing if that fund was exercised in Cincinnati where the Taft for Sen 
ate Committee headquarters were located ? 

Mr. Tarr. I couldn't answer that. I don’t know enough about the 
operations of these committees to answer that. That was Mr. Gradi 
son's function. 

Mr. Moore. Do you recall who was the chairman for the Advertising 
for Taft Committee / 

Mr. Tare. L. A. McQueen. 

Mr. Moore. Can you identify him, Mr. Tate ? 

Mr. Tare. He isa resident of Akron, Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. Do you know what business he is engaged in / 

Mr. Tare. I think he is in the rubber business. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, the Advertising for Taft Committee report 
shows an expenditure in the sum of $47.554.33 to L. Richard Guylay 
& Associates, public relations counsel. Do you recall that? - 
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Mr. Tare. I don’t know. 
Mr. Moorr. I hand you a copy of the Advertising C ommittee for 
Taft, page 1 of the statement of expenditures and page 2, and ask 
you to examine the figures of the disbursements shown there for the 
Guylay public relations firm. Will you accept my figure, Mr. Tate‘ 

Mr. Tare. Yes. I will. 

Mr. Moore. That the total 1s $47,554.33. 

Mr. Tare. I will. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, did the Taft for Senate Comnnittee have 
anything to do with a retainer of the Guylay organization as public 
counsel ¢ 

Mr. Tare. You will have to—I wasn’t in the operating part of this. 

Mr. Moore. Do you think Mr. Gradison might know the answer 
to that / 

Mr. ‘Tare. He might. 

Mr. Moore. Do you consider, as treasurer of the Taft for Senate 
Committee and as a businessman, a contribution or a disbursement of 
$47,500 a reasonable expenditure for a public relations counsel firm 
for a period of 6 months ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I haven't had any experience along that line. I wouldn’t 
know. 

Mr. Moore. And you did not know anything of the activities of the 
Guylay firm during the course of the campaign, is that correct 

Mr. Tare. I have just a general knowledge of it. 

Mr. Moore. Did you personally consult with the public relations 
firm mentioned or any other public relations firms ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Did I? 

Mr. Moore. Yes, in the course of the campaign. 

Mr. Tare. No, that wasn’t part of my functions. 

Mr. Moorr. Well, were you part of a governing strategy board in 
connection with Senator Taft’s campaign / 

Mr. Tare. I don’t think you would eall it a strategy board. I was 
in on many of the meetings. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you know whether any other public relations coun 
sel were employed by any of the Taft for Senate committees ? 

Mr. Tare. No, I do not. 

Mr. Moore. Now, then, you were treasurer, of course, in the primary 
campaign of Senator Taft, were you not / 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. When did the solicitation of funds for the Taft for 
Senate Committee and other Taft committees begin, do you recall, 
Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. The solicitation for the Taft for Senate Committee. as 
such, started when Taft announced that he was a candidate. 

Mr. Moore. Well, the primary was held in May; is that correct ? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. 1950? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Would you say that your campaign for funds began 
in January of that year, or when ‘ 

Mr. Tare. I don't recall. 

Mr. Moore. Will you state for the record when you knew of his 
candidacy for reelection 4 
Mr. Tarr. February 2 was his filing date for the primary. 
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Mr. Moorr. Now, then, the primary return which you filed indicates 
that of contributions totaling $143.982 86, a balance at the end of the 
per iod of one-hundred-twenty-seven-thousand-and-some- odd dollars, 
indicating roughly $16,000 expended in the primary campaign by the 
Taft for Senate Committee. 

Now, do you know whether sums were expended by other Taft for 
Senate committees during the primary, or in connection with it? 

Mr. Tare. No: I do not. 

Mr. Moors. You do not know ? 

Mr. Tare. No. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, when Senator Hennings was interrogating 
vou, Mr. Tate, concerning the financial transactions, there was some 
testimony—you testified, I believe—concerning the cashing * checks. 
Can you tell us how freque ‘ntly checks made to your order or to the 
order of the Taft for Senate Committee were cashed by ae how 
frequently / 

Mr. Tare. I could not tell you how frequently. 

Mr. Moore. Can you tell us how many were cashed ? 

Mr. Tare. No. But whenever we want to send mone y up to one of 
these places, we cash it. 

Mr. Moore. Could you estimate the dollar amount of the cheeks 
which were cashed / 

Mr. Tare. I am trying to get that question exactly in my mind. 
Would you repeat it 2 

Mr. Moors. The checks came in to you made out either to Ben 
Tate, treasurer, or to the Taft for Senate Committee. May I ask you 
this? Were there any of these checks made out to Robert A. Taft? 

Mr. Tate. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. There were? 

Mr. TATE. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. And were some of those checks cashed by you? 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Checks made out to Robert A. Taft ? 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. As well as checks made out to Ben Tate, treasurer: is 
that right ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moorr. As well as checks made out to the Taft for Senate 
Committee: is that correct? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. And can you estimate the dollar amount of those 
checks? 

Mr. Tare. No: I cannot. 

Mr. Moore. Can you state for the record and for the benefit of the 
committee, Mr. Tate, the reason why the checks were cashed rather 
than deposited to an account of your own? 

Mr. Tare. Well, I certainly didn’t want to get it mixed up with 
mis account. 

Mr. Moore. In some representative capacity, a special account, let 
us say. 

Mr. Tare. Yes. I thought it would be much better not to deposit 
this money because it might be construed on the basis of double re- 
porting. You see, we tried to avoid double reporting all the way, 
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and a lot of this money was coming in in dollar bills, too, you 
know, 

Mr. Moore. Do you not agree that it would be much easier certainly 
for you and for this committee, had separate records been kept of 
the dollar amounts and cash amounts as they were received, had they 
been deposited ¢ 

Mr. Tare. It would not have been better for our purposes at 
all. 

Mr. Moore. It would not have been better for your purposes? 

Mr. Tarr. No. The purpose of this committee was to distribute 
money. It did not make any difference whether it was deposited or 
whether I kept jt as custodian. 

Mr. Moore. In the case of the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, 
is there a record of amounts received by it, even though it is a chan- 
neling organization sending the funds to other committees; isn’t that 
so? 

Mr. Tare. That is perfectly true. That information is continuing 
from vear to year to year. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, don’t they have the same problem of duplication 
that you say you would have had had you deposited these funds? 

Mr. Tare. They would. Iam just telling you how I handled it. 

Mr. Moore. Don’t you think that their method is a good method? 

Mr. Tare. I do. 

Mr. Moore. And aren’t you a member of this Olio Republican 
finance organization / 

Mr. Tare. I am on the executive committee. 

Mr. Moore. But you never objected to their method of handling 
it ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. No. 

Mr. Moore. And you know, do you not, that of the one million, two 
hundred thousand-and-some-odd dollars collected by the Ohio Repub- 
lican Finance Committee, some $370,000 was channeled to the Re publi 
can Central and Executive Committee, do you not ? 

Mr. Tare. 1 only know that from the statement. 

Mr. Moore. From our own statement ? 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, these reports which we have examined, 
Mr. ‘Tate, show no salary to you or expense account of your own. 
Did you incur expenses, or did you receive any salary in the course 
of the campaign / 

Mr. Tarr. No. 

Mr. Moore. Your services, then, were contributed; is that cor- 
rect / 

Mr. Tare. Like I would contribute my services to the University 
of Cincinnati and the Boy Scouts. I have my business pretty well 
organized so that I can carry on a great many civic activities. 

Mr. Moore. And in the same way, you donated your services to the 
Taft for Senate campaign ? 

Mr. Tare. That is exactly right. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, is it not true also that you incurred out-of 
pocket expenses in connection with this campaign? For example, 
did you not stay at hotels in Columbus and in other p laces throughout 
the State of Ohio during the course of the ¢ ampaign / 
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Mr. Tarr. Yes, I would say so; yes. 

Mr. Moore. Did you not travel within the State / 

Mr. Tare. I do not understand that question. 

Mr. Moore. Did you make trips during the course of the campaign 
from Cincinnati, say, to Toledo, Akron, and other places within the 
State / 

Mr. Tate. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Did you not also travel outside the State during the 
course of the campaign / 

Mr. Tarr. Not on this particular business. I made a few trips 
around the country, but they had nothing to do with this. Only I 
would run into people that were interested in Taft. 

Mr. Moore. The few trips that you made around “the country had 
no relationship to your role as treasurer of his committee ? 

Mr. Tare. IT went to different places on business, and IT would always 
talk of Taft, of course. 

Mr. Moore. On these trips ain of the State which vou made, 
were you primarily engaged in your coal business, or were you en- 
a: aged in the work of soliciting dete for Senator Taft's campaign 4 

Mr. Tare. I would say that I did, if you call talking to people 
when I was making these trips—I would go to New Y ork frequently 
on business, and I talked to people about Taft. I would not turn 
down any contributions. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Tate, were you responsible for a contribution in 
the amount of 810.000 from the Pew family In Philadelphia to the 
Ohio Republican Finance Committee ? 

Mr. Tare. That is a very difficult question to answer. I was told 
that the contribution was going to be ee and I so notified some 
of the fellows up in the Ohio Republica » Finance Committee. 

Mr. Moorr. At vour suggestion it was channeled to the finance 
committee: is that correct / 

Mr. Tare. No: it was not going to be given to us at all. 

Mr. Moorr. It was not going to be given to you / 

Mr. Tar . No. 

Mr. Moore. Can you state whether it was intended by the contrib- 
utors that that sum of 810.000 be used for the State cumpaign ven 
erally or for Senator Taft's campaign alone ? 

Mr. Tare. I cant’ answer that. That is a contribution that went 
to the State finance committee: I know nothing about it. 

Mr. Moore. You know nothing about the contribution / 

Mr. Tare. Oh, I just told vou what T know about it. I know noth- 
ing about the intent—ask your question again. 

Mr. Moore. IT beg your pardon, sir? 

Mr. Tare. Will you ask your question again? T think I will just 
say “No,” because—what I am trying to do is to explain to you that the 
Pew contribution, I knew it was coming, and I told the Ohio Republi- 
ean Finance Committee management that it would be there. 

Mr. Moore. Well now, vou testified 

Mr. Tarr. Then, you raised me a question that I did not quite get 
clear. 

Mr. Moore. Why don’t we begin all over again ? 

You said that vou knew the contribution was coming. How did 
vou know that ? 
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Mr. Tare. Because I was told that they were going to make a con 
tribution. 

Mr. Moorr. Were you asked what committee the contribution should 
be sent to? 

Mr. Tare. No. 

Mr. Moorr. Did you volunteer any information as to the committee 
to which it should be sent 4 

Mr. Tare. No. 

Mr. Moore. Did vou volunteer an information as to the committee 
to which it should be sent / 

Mr. Tare. No. 

Senator HeENNtinGs. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GiLLerrre. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Henntnes. Mr. Tate, T want to ask you a question, please, 
Sir. Did vou ever make any trip any where for the sole ana express 
purpose of soliciting a compaign contribution to the campaign outside 
oft the State of ¢ Yhio 

Mr. Tare. For that purpose exclusively / 

Senator Hennings. Or principally. 

Mr. Tare. 1 will answer that, ves: but if vou sav principally, 
because T had other business there, too. 

Senator Hi NNINGS. Where clid Vou go outside of the State and ec )| 
lect contributions where it was your principal mission to do so or 
where you received substantial contributions, whether it was vour 
principal mission on your journey or not to get a contribution? By 
substantial, let us say, over a thousand dollars. 

Mr. Tarr. Detroit. The trip to Detroit wasn’t entirely on that basis. 

Senator Hennines. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tare. Tam trying to remember. 

Senator Hennings. Do vou recall any others / 

Mr. Tare. Chicago. 

Senator Hennines. Chicago. Did vou go south / 

Mr. Tater. I don't remember VOINY south. 

Senator Hr NNINGS., If vou cid, vou do not remember ¢ 

Mi. Tate. No. 

senator Hi wNINGS. You did not roto Texas / 

Mr. Tare. No: not on this business. 

Senator Hennings. Did vou get any contributions in Texas / 

Mr. TATE. No: | vot some contributions through the mail 

Senator Hennines. Through the matl 4 

Mr. TATE. Mailed from ‘Texas. 

Senator Hennings. On vour trip to Texas, vou did take a trip to 
Texas, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Tare. IT am trving to remember whether that was during this 
campaign — 

Senator Hi NNINGS. Where Wiis If t] at vou went in ‘Texas, Mi Late / 

‘ Ir. TatE. | didn't vO TO ‘Texas in this campaign 

senator Hi NNINGS, You did not fo at all / 

Mir. Tarr. No 

senator Lh NNINGS, Did anvohe from Te Nis come to see you wv t | 
a contribution / 


Mr. Tarz. No. 
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Senator HeENNtNGs. No one ever came to see you. Did anyone mail 
a contribution to you from Texas? 

Mr. Tate. From Texas? 

Senator Hennineos. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tare. That is right: a lot of them. 

Senator Hennrnos. Now, we are getting to Texas. Who sent you 
a contribution from Texas: who were the people who sent substantial 
contributions from the State of Texas? You have a record of them, 
I take it, Mr. Tate, or were these also checks that may have been 
channeled through you but not reported ? 

Mr. Tater. I can remember some—— 

Senator Hennincs. When you went to Texas, you talked about con- 
tr “rg sige antl down there, did you not, Mr. Tate ? 

Tare. I did not go to Texas: I was thinking about the 1948 
sane that I wasin. I didn’t go to Texas. 

Senator HenninGs. You do know a good many people down there ¢ 

Mr. Tater. Yes, I do. 

Senator Hennrnes. Yes; and you have been in correspondence with 
those people about contributions to the campaign, have you not ¢ 

Mr. Tarr. Oh, yes. 

Senator HENNINGs. Yes, sir. 

Now, can you not tell us who any of those people were / 

Mr. Tare. Mr. Webster Atwell. 

Senator Hennirnes. How much did he give you? 

-Mr. Tare. I don’t remember that, but—— 

Senator Henninos. Do you remember* what you did with his con- 
tribution 7 

Mr. Tarr. Went into this campaign, as I said. 

Senator Hennings. Do you remember whether it was reported or 
not reported / ¢ 

Mr. Tare. It is in one of those re por ts some pl ice, 

Senator Hennrnes. You are sure it is in one of the reports some 
place, are you 4 

Mr. a ATE. W ell, | have not seen the reports, but I am sure, based on 
the confidence that I had in these people who were running those com 
mittees. 

Senator HENNING Ss. I understood when I interrogated you earlie ) 
this morning, Mr. Tate, that you said you did not know whether the V 
had reported these amounts or not. ‘You are under oath testifving 
here now that you are sure they reported these / 

Mr. Tate. I have confidence they did; I am not sure. 

Senator Henninés. That they reported the several amounts? 

Mr. Tater. I say I am confident they did. I took their own words: 
I am not sure of it. I couldn’t say “Yes,” they did. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Tate, you said you were confident of 
although you have not seen the reports / 

Mr. Tare. That is based on my confidence in them. 

Senator Hennineés. They could still be honest and still fail to 
report. 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. I do not mean that they put the money in their 
pockets, Mr. Tate. 

Mr. Tarr. I could say I am not sure; I don’t know. 
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Senator Henninos. I question their accounting methods, perhaps, 
or their memories or their intentions even. You do not know whether 
Mr. Atwell’s check was ever reported, do you ¢ 

Mr. Tare. No, I do not. 

Senator Hennings. As a matter of plain fact ¢ 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. And you do not remember how much it was 
for / 

Mr. Tarr. I don’t. 

Senator Henninos. Was it 85.0007 

Mr. Tare. No: Lam sure of that. 

Senator Hennines. It was not that much ? 

Mr. Tarr. No, because he is not that—— 

Senator Hlennines. You have had larger contributions than that 
from Texas, Mr. Tate. Now, what else did you get from Texas? 

Mr. Tarr. You mean larger than $5,000 ¢ 

Senator Hrennines. Larger than Mr. Atwell’s contribution, an: 
you did have larger contributions than $5,000 from Texas, did vou 
not / 

Mr. TaATe. No. 

Senator Henninas. Sent to you‘ 

Mr. Tarr. No. 

Senator Hennings. Never at any time / 

Mr. Tarr. No. 

Senator HEN NINGs. You have never seen a contribution from the 
State of Texas in excess of $5,000 in the form of a check, draft, 
money order—— 

Mr. Tarr. 1 certainly would remember it, and I don’t remember it. 

Senator HENNINGS. You would remember It ¢ 

Mr. Tare. Yes. 1 think I would. 

Senator Hennings. You think you would? 

Mr. Tarr. It is a good sized check. 

Senator HeENNIN 's. Well, we are talking about a lot of big money 
here, Mr. Tate, and that is not a very big check. 

You do not know whether you got a check for $5,000 or not from 
Texas, do you, Mr. Tate / 

Mr. Tarr. No, I do not. 

Senator Hennines. You are not able to tell us whether you did on 
whether you did not / 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Or whether it was reported or whether it was 
hot reported ¢ 

Mr. Tate. That is mght. 

Senator Hennines. Now, there were some instances where you 
cashed checks, were there not, sir / 

Mr. Tarr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Why did you cash checks, Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. 1 explained that a minute ago. Do you want me to 
explain it again ? 

Senator Hennines. I am Sorry, sir, I did not hear it. T hada long- 
distance telephone call. I do not mean to detain vou unnecessarily. 
Mr. Tate. | elected to casl these checks in making clistributions to 


these allied committees of ours. the subsidiaries. and furnish them 
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the names of contributors, and we accumulated the checks, and when 
they needed the money, we would send it to them by draft. 

Senator Hennincs. You sent them the cash / 

Mr. Tare. By draft. 

Senator Hennineos. Your draft? Why did you not elect to send 
your check or the committee's check / 

Mr. Tarr. We didn’t want to get it into the committee on account 
of duplication. 

Senator LLENNINGs. Duplication of what, Mr. Tate / 

Mr. Tarr. Of reports. As I read the statement this morning, we 
didn’t want to have the same money reported twice. 

Senator HENNINGs. Yes: but if you cashed the check, you then 
transmitted the cash to other agencies or committees, did you not 4 

Mr. Tare. Other committees. 

Senator HenninGs. Other individuals / 

Mr. Tarr. The committees. 

Senator HENNINGs. Why could vou hot have endorsed the check 
over and sent the check to them’ You did that in some cases, did 
vou not ¢ 

Mr. Tate. I don’t remember whether we did that. I don’t think I 
ever cid that. 

Senator HenninGs. You don’t know whether you did or whether 
vou didn’t, is that it, Mr. Tate / 

Mr. Tarr. I will tell you what I did. I can answer your question 
better that way. 

When I wanted to put this money into the allied committees, I 
would cash these checks, take the names of the contributors, send a 
Cincinnati draft to the committeeman in charge, and that is exactly 
the way I handled it. 

Senator HenninGs. But you kept no record of the draft. 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. And you kept no record of the cash with which 
vou bought them / 

Mr. Tater. That is right. 

Senator Hennrnés. And you don’t have any covering letters in any 
of those instances insofar as you know when the drafts were for- 
warded / 

Mr. Tater. That is right. 

Senator HENNINGs. And no record whateve1 in your possession, or 
anywhere else as far as you know, of what you did send in these 
instances ? 

Mr, Tarr. As faras I know. I don't. 

Senator Gituerre. Anything further, Counsel ? 

Mr. Moore. Just a couple of questions, Mr. Chairman. 

A moment ago you stated, Mr. Tate, that these checks which you 
received were made out to Robert A. Taft. Now, then, do you know 
whether these amounts were included in the reports filed by the 
Senator at Columbus and with the Secretary of State here? 

Mr. Tare. Tam sure they weren't. 

Mr. Moore. They were ‘ 

Mr. Tarr. Iam sure they weren't. 

Mr. Moorr. They were not. The facts are, then, that you did not 
inform him of the receipt of these checks: is that correct / 

Mr. Tate. That is right. 










































INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 32% 


Mr. Moorr. When checks were cashed, was any of the cash proceeds 
deposited or left in a safe-deposit box or vault / 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. Say we needed $1,200, why, then we cashed $1.260 
or $1,290 or whatever it was. That is merely an example. We put 
the balance in a box. 

Mr. Moorr. Where was this box. Mr. Tate 7 

Mr. Tate. Fifth Third Union Trust Co. 

Mr. Moore. In the same bank as the place where you kept your 
accounts 4 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. And your testimony, I believe, yesterday was that only 
two accounts were kept : is that correct 4 

Mr. Tare. Only one account. I verified it today; there was only 
one account, 

Mr. Moore. Only one account 4 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Only one account in the— 

Mr. Tare. Fifth Third Union Trust Co. 

Mr. Moore. And no bank accounts were kept outside of Ohio; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Giuterre. Mr. Tate, as I stated to you earlier in the session, 
Senator Monroney said he might want to ask you some questions, so 
we will have to ask you to st: ind by. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Hennines. May I] ask Mr. Tate another question ? 

Senator Ginterre. Yes. On the record. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Tate, there was a safety-deposit box, you 
just testified. 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. And that was taken in the name of what or 
whom ? 

Mr. Tarr. Ben E. Tate. 

Senator Hennines. Ben E, Tate. And what did you keep in it, 
Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tarr. I keep stocks 

Senator HrenninGs. I don’t mean your individual safe-deposit box. 
Was there one for the campaign 4 

Mr. Tarr. I had two boxes. 

Senator Her NNINGS. Well. Was there one box used for the e; ampaign ? 
1 am not inquiring into your personal matters, of course. 

Mr. Tarr. Well, either one of them. T mean these boxes belong to 
me. Tused my own box for the campaign. 

Senator Hennines. You did keep the campaign funds in the safe 
deposit boxes; your own ? 

Mr. Tarr. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. And cash money, was it ? 

Mr. Tarr. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. Why, Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tare. So that I could take the money out and buy drafts. 

Senator Hennincés. Why couldn't you buy the drafts then and 
there ? 

Mr. Tare. We would cash some checks and we had a lot of one 
dollar bills come in. 
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Senator Hennines. You mean you cluttered up your safe deposit 
box with a lot of one dollar bills? 

Mr. Tarr. No, sir. We changed it into folding money. 

Senator Hennines. What was the money that you kept in the box? 
What did that represent, money that you were holding to buy drafts? 

Mr. Tare. That is right. 

Senator Hennings. None of that was ever reported either ? 

Mr. Tarr. That was reported when we sent—no; I am sorry, I don’t 
know whether it was ever reported. 

Senator Hennines. You don’t know whether it ever was reported 
or not ¢ 

Mr. Tare. I assume it was. 

Senator Hennines. And you have no record of how much was kept 
in the boxes ? 

Mr. Tate. No. 

Senator Gitterre. Thank you, Mr. Tate, and if you will just hold 
yourself in readiness, we will try to dispose of you as soon as we can. 

Mr. Tare. I would like to get a plane out of here this afternoon if I 
could. 

Senator Gitterre. We would like to help you very much. 

Mr. Tare. Thank you very much. 

Senator Gitterre. We will call Mr. Willis D. Gradison, 

Is Mr. Gradison here ? 

Mr. Gradison, you will raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give in the matter 
now in hearing before the subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you, God ? 

Mr, Graptson. I do, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. Will you just be seated. I will turn you over to 
committee counsel, Mr. More. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIS D. GRADISON 


Mr. Moore. Will you please state your full name and address. 

Mr. Grapison. Willis D. Gradison. 

Mr. Moore. And you reside in Cincinnati, Ohio, Mr. Gradison ? 

Mr. Grapison. I do, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. What is your occupation, sir? 

Mr. Graptson. I am a broker. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Gradison, you have also been a member of the State 
legislature in Ohio, have you not? 

Mr. Grapison. I have. 

Mr. Moore. And president of the stock exchange, of the Cincinnati 
Stock Exchange ? 

Mr. Grapison. I have been. 

Mr. Moorr. And do you have a prepared statement which you would 
like to read to the committee? Is that so? 

Mr. Graptson. I do, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Will you proceed, Mr. Gradison ? 

Mr. Graptson. I was chairman of the Taft for Senate Committee 
from the time of its organization until the election. Our headquarters 
were in Cincinnati and ours was the chief committee engaged in the 
successful attempt to reelect Senator Taft. There were a number of 
rt her venel al and special purpose committees support ing Senator Taft. 
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The work was quite decentralized and, while we attempted to coordi- 
nate the work of others where possible, in many cases we had little 
control over their activities. 

The collection of funds was not my province, but I had charge of 
the expenditures of our committee. Reports were duly made to the 
secretary of state of Ohio. 

This committee has made its records available to your committee 
and stands ready to answer any question in connection with them and 
with our activities. 

Since I read that report, and hearing some of the testimony the first 
day, I wrote a very short supplement: al report which was given several 
days ago to the counsel. I should like permission to re: id same. 

Senator Gitterre. Very well. 

Mr. Grapison. In the hight of some of the testimony which has been 
given to the committee, I want to comment briefly. 

The points I would like to discuss are, first, the fantastic accusations 
of spending; second, the criticisms of the Communist charges which 
Senator Taft made; third, the question of so-called captive audiences 
in schools and factories; and fourth, the alleged partisanship of the 
newspapers. 

First, entirely unsupported accusations of spending were made by 
both Mr. Ferguson and Mr. Clayman. The accounts of receipts and 
expenditures of all committees of which I have knowledge were duly 
filed and the tabulation is in the hands of your committee. Messrs 
Ferguson and Clayman have attempted to increase the sums which 
admittedly were spent on behalf of Senator Taft by guessing and 
estimating and supposing that money spent largely for other pur- 
poses might perhaps have gone to Mr. Taft’s benefit. They have for- 
gotten that at many of the meetings organized by the Taft committee 
many other candidates were in attendance; and if it is proper to as- 
sume a certain amount of the expense of county and State organiza- 
tions is properly attributable to Mr. Taft, the reverse should also be 
true, and there should be deducted from the Taft expenses substantial 
amounts which it can be presumed were used for the benefit of other 
candidates. 

And in this connection, Mr. Harris gave it as his opinion yesterday 
morning that registration expenses were considered as loc al expenses 
and presumably not included as part of a senatorial campaign. 

We have included in our reports and totals substantial sums spent 
for registration work. 

Mr. Ferguson and Mr. Clayman have also referred to the so-called 
institutional advertising, in reference apparently to general state- 
ments on American principles which it has become the custom of some 
of our large corporations and others to insert in the daily press and 
In magazines. All of such statements which have come to our know!]- 
edge express principles with which no real American can disagree, and 
unless Mr. Ferguson and Mr. Clayman are opposed to such principles, 
it is hard to see how their enunciation can be hurtful to them and 
helpful to Senator Taft. 

They have guessed that this institutional advertising runs into sev- 
eral millions of dollars. There is no iota of proof of this and we ean 
assume that like a great many of their other statements, it is highly 
exaggerated; but even it true, how money spent to reiterate American 
principles cf thrift, opportunity, high level of worker prosperity. and 
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other similar matters can hurt Mr. Ferguson and help Senator Taft, 
it is hard to conceive. 

I should lke to be permitted to read from the record of these hear- 
ings on page 537, Senator Smith speaking: 

Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question right there of Mr. Clayman? 

Mr. Clayman, do you believe that the CLO or the PAC has ever engaged in 
institutional advertising either on a local or national level? 

Mr. CLAYMAN. In a campaign? 

Senator SMITH. Has it ever? 

Mr. CLAYMAN. I have no recollection offhand. We have never had that kind 
of money. That is a very expensive campaign device. 

I have no recollection, but again I speak out of the limited experience of my 
own background, and I can’t speak for the entire country 

Senator SMiryu. Well, either in a campaign or at any time during the year 
do you know if the CLO or PAC has done any institutional advertising? 

Mr. CLAYMAN, I don't remember any unless it would he conceived that our 


} 


feeble little radio program is a form of institutional advertising 


I have here, members of the committee, not a full page of insti- 
tutional advertising, but a double page, inserted in this paper by the 
very union that Mr. Clayman belongs to, the Steel Workers of 
America, inserted during the heat of the campaign on Monday, Sep 
tember 11, 1950, in the Canton Repository, of Canton, Ohio. This is 
institutional advertising. Here is some of It: 

“Summer camps are fine for people”; “Carnivals and picnics”; 
“The crowning of the steel queen”; hospitals; community centers; 
some more hospitals; bowling teams: basketball teams; baseball teams. 

And down here, right here in this corner, we read the words, “Veto 
the Taft-Hartley bill.” 

[ call your attention to the two words, “Veto Taft.” I leave it to 
your good judgment whether or not that advertisement was put in 
the paper to influence the cumpaign of 1950. 

\llow me to repeat those LWo words, “Veto Lak.” 

Of course, this advertisement was run in other papers, 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, may we have that marked as an exhibit, 
exhibit No. 154¢ 

Mr. Grapison. T shall be happy to have that done, sir. 

Senator GILLETTE. It will be marked as an exhibit and received 
for the record. 

Mr. Moorr. Did you identify, Mr. Gradison, the newspaper ? 

Mr. Grapison. This is the Canton Repository, of Canton, Ohio. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 154 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Grapison. A desperate attempt has been made to disassociate 
the notorious convicted Communist Gus Hall from the campaign. Yet 
it is impossible to deny his public statement which appears as exhibit 
lv of Senator Taft's tesitmony, and a reprint of Hall’s article in 
Political Affairs, exhibit 14, from the Daily Worker dated January 
1950. entitled “The Target Is Taft—The Year Is 1950." Senator Taft 
referred to this as a blueprint for the campaign. It should be noted 
with interest that while these statements of Mr. Hall were made early 
in 1950 there is no disavowal of it until this late date. 

Messrs. Ferguson ana Clay hiah stressed the sO called captive audi- 
ences in the factories and schools, eriticizing the fact that Senator 
Tatt was permitted to enter the plants and to talk to the men. I am 
sure both these ventlemen are fully aware of the fact that it was 
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unpossible for Senator Taft to appear at any union meeting or gather- 
ing of workers which was in control of the big labor bosses, and the 
only possible way in which he could reach workmen directly, outside 
of calling at their individual homes, was by talking to them in their 
plants. Is there any doubt but that Mr. Ferguson had the same op- 
portunity, and is there any question that Ferguson literature flooded 
most Olio plants whereas we know of no way in which Taft litera- 
ture could have been similarly introduced ¢ 

I happen to know a great deal about the school question because we 
were Inundated with requests from the principals of high schools, both 
public and parochial, for Senator Taft to address the students. He 
could not possibly keep all the engagements desired. He was pune- 
tilious in confining his discussions to general principles of citizen 
ship, avoiding any partisan discussion. ‘True, he urged the young men 
and women to take home to their parents the imsistence that one of 
their great civic duties Was to register and vote, which in his opinion, 
and we believe in the opinion of every good American, is the finest 
kind of public service. Furthermore, it was his custom to offer to 
answer all questions which his hearers wished to ask him. 

It should further be noted that in all cases the young people were 
informed that they did not have to go to the meeting unless they 
cared to. . 

There was considerable discussion several days ago about the part 
played in the campaign by the Ohio newspapers. Ohio has 95 daily 
and several hundred weekly newspapers. Having personally run for 
public office nine times, ve been slammed by these papers and praised 
by them—but one thing is clear: I have the greatest respect for their 
fairness and integrity. They call their shots as they see them. They 
are the real guardians of the public interest in Ohio. And when 99 
pe reent of the papers—as Mr. Ferguson ee Bob 
Taft and opposed those who sought to annililate him, then Tsay it isa 
very significant commentary on the two respective candidates and 

campaigns. 

Mr. Ferguson was the strongest candidate the Democratic Party 
could produce. He had been elected by some of the largest majorities 
ever received in Ohio by a Democrat in recent years. He proved this 
vote-getting ability by winning the Democratic nemination for 
Senator. 

Mr. Ferguson’s only excuse for the scurrilous literature used in 
his behalf was that he was not consulted. According to his own testi 
MOnY he said he had nothing to sav, except in one minor cease, about 
the tremendous volume of scurrilous literature produced for his eam 
paign. He had no part in the infamous comic book. He was not 
consulted in the preparation of the CLO speakers’ handbook, which 
was filled with les and misrepresentations. He had no part in plan- 
ning the radio programs, the ‘PV programs, his pamphlets and hand- 
bills, and the other major aspects of his campaign. 

What further proof can there be of the accuracy of Senator Taft's 
tatements? He said that he was faced by “one of the bitterest and 
most completely organized campaigns ever planned against a Sena 
tor.” Arrayed against him was the combined streneth of the C1O. 
AFL, railroad brotherhoods, United Mine Workers, the machinists, 
and numerous other big independent unions, as well as the Demo 
eratic national administration, 
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Those were the real opponents of Taft. They called the shots 
They ran the campaign—not Mr. Ferguson. They wrote the litera- 
ture and planned the strategy. They received the money and spent it 
in this sinister conspiracy to eradicate Taft—a conspiracy, fortu- 
nately, that failed. 

Thank you, sir. 

Senator Giuuetre. All right, counsel. 

Mr. Moore. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gradison, with respect to and referring to vour last statements 
about the real opponents of Senator Taft and those who called the 
shots, in connection with your own committee did you have fairly 
complete autonomy as to how the Taft for Senate committee would 
be run, the activities that it would engage in ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. Yes. 

Mr. Mocre. That kind of thing / 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Did vou determine. Mr. Gradison, the expenses that 
would be incurred by the Taft for Senate committee of which vou 
were chairman / 

Mr. Graptson. Yes, sir 

Mr. Moore. Did you determine the extent to which, if any, you 
would collaborate with other Taft for Senate committees 4 

Mr. Graptson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, spec ifically, did you work in coordination with 
the advertising committee for Senator ‘Taft / 

Mr. (FRADISON. Yes, Ss 

Mr. Moore. Will you ain describe the nature of your relations 
with the advertising committee ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. I approved the various pieces of literature that were 
prepared and which they wanted to have distributed, and their 
quantities. 

I may say here that the function of a chairman, as I have learned, 
is to limit operations of well-wishers. I found that that was quite 
necessary. 

Mr. Moorr. Incidentally, speaking of these committees, Mr. Gradi 
son, I think for the record we ought to summarize here the committees 
with which you had to coordinate in this campaign. Am I correct 
that on the State level there were three committees, the Taft-for 
Senate Committee, the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, and the 
Ohio State Central Executive Committee? Would you say that was 
i correct statement on the organizations ? 

Mr. Grapison. I don’t think I could, for Senator Taft: no. 

Mr. Moorr. Well, in the sense of — 

Mr. Grapison. Go ahie: ad, sir. 

Mr. Moore (continuing). That we recognize there were committees 
working exclusively for Senator Taft, and those working for Senator 
Taft and the remainder of the Republican ticket in the State. Isn't 
that so? 

Mr. Grapison. Your second name was the finance committee: was it 
not 4 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. Graptson. I don't happen to be a member of the finance com 
niittee, but sitting here all week I have learned what their function 
was. They were to collect money and distribute it to the State central 
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comunittee, and to the various county committees. It was not a com- 
mittee that carried on a campaign for the election of anybody. 

Mr. Moore. It isa State organization whose function it is to channel 
funds to the other committeees;: is that not right 4 

Mr. Graptson. That is right; so that I wouldn't say it had a thing 
to do with our committee. T never saw any of them. 

Mr. Moore. It had something to do, however, with the campaign of 
Senator Taft: is that not so? 

Mr. Grapison. Not in the prosecution of the campaign. They never 
said where we should have a meeting or the literature we should put 
out or anything like that. 

Mr. Moore. Not operationally, but it was a finance committee, such 
as almost every State will have ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. They collected money: ves. 

Mr. Moorr. A collecting agency. 

Mr. Grapison, Right. 

Mr. Moore. And a disbursing agency. 

Mr. Grapison. Right. 

Mr. Moore. Then, there were also on the regional level two main 
committees, the Northern Ohio for Taft. and the Southern Ohio for 
Taft ? 

Mr. Grapison. That is correct. si 

Mr. Moore. In addition to that, there were committees which Mr. 
Tate mentioned this morning, the Veterans for Taft, the Ohio Farm 
Taft Committee, the Advertising Committee, the Physicians Com- 
mittee, the Women’s Brigade, Independents for Taft, the Ohio Voters, 
and the Labor League for Taft. 

Do you think that isa fairly complete listing of those special Col 
inittees / 

Mr. Graptson, I think that is all of them. You have them here. 

Mr. Moore. Yes, but I have attempted to collect them all here, Mr. 
Gradison. 

Mr. Graptson, Unless you know of another one, | would say that is 
all. 

Mr. Moore. Unless you know of another one. 

Mr. Grapison. Then we are in agreement. 

Mr. Moore. Fine. 

There are also on file, if you will accept my statement 

Mr. Grapison. Sure. 

Mr. Moore (contitiuing). Some 31 reports in Columbus of county 
committees for Senator Taft. 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you know that to be a fact that there were 51 such 
reports ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. Tam taking your word for it, sir, without question, 
and it is in your report. 

Mr. Moore. In that connection, did you ever mi ake any attempt to 
find out whether the county organizations did file in ¢ ‘olumbus / 

Mr. Grapison. Before the end of the campaign we wrote a letter to 
everybody that we knew of connected with the campaign or having 
an interest, stating the law, that within 10 days there must be filed all 
receipts and all expenditures expended for the purpose of ¢ ampaign 
ig for—we didn’t know he would be elected then—-campaigning fer 
Senator Taft, and we sent copies of the law to everybody; yes. 
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Mr. Moore. You sent copies of that to each of the counties / 

Mr. Grapison. Everybody we knew—all counties, 88 of them. 

Mr. Moore. EFighty-eight counties / 

Mr. Grapison. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Were you ever ady ised ot the formation in the counties 
of Taft-for-Senate committees / 

Mr. Graptson. Oh, ves. 

Mr. Moore. Do vou have any knowledge of the creation of those 
committees / 

Mr. Graptson. Yes. You may remember—well, | think it was Mr. 
Welch in Cineinnati—I volunteered 

Senator Smiru. You mean Mr. Lynch. 

Mr. Grapison. | beg your pardon. I volunteered and gave him 
names and addresses, probably telephone numbers ot every Taft for- 
Senate chairman in all the 8S counties of Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. But you do not know that my statement is factually 
correct, that there were 31 reports from these local committees tiled 4 

Mr. Grapison. No: I didn't know. 

Mr. Moorr. If, however, you will accept that statement as correct, 
the 31 local committees—°3 State, 2 reoional, and Sspecial committees 
would make a total of 44 ‘Taft-for-Senate committees in the State. 
Isn't that correct / 

Mr. Graptson. Rieht, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Which of those committees of the ones which Ll have 
enumerated, and which I think are all of the committees, did you mn 
your capacity as chairman of the Taft-for-Senate Committee have to 


coordinate, if indeed vou did coordinate / 
Mr. Grapison. | tried to coordinate them all. I will change the 

1 

i 


word “I”: we tried to coordinate them all. This was a big campaign, 
and no one man should take credit or discredit for the entire campaign, 

Mr. Moore. When vou say “we.” who else would be involved / 

Viv. GARADISON. Well. everybody in the oflice. 

Mr. Moore. In your office / 

Mr. GRADISON. Yes. 

Mir. Moorr. And Mr Tate also / 

Mr. Grapison. Mr. Tate took no part, to my knowledge, in con 
ducting the campaign. 

Mr. Moore. By conducting the campaign, vou mean the actual 
activity of campaigning other than solicitation of funds: isthat right 4 

Mr. Grapison. Right. 

Mr. Moore. In that connection did you have anything to do with the 
solicitation of funds 

Mir. GRADISON. No 

Mr. Moore. Your job was spending money: is that correct / 

Mr. Graptson. That ismeht: ] was the spender. 

Mr. Moore. You were the spender: and in that connection did you 
have the say as to how much would be spent for radio, how much 
would be spent for television, how much would he spent for news 
paper advertising, outdoor advertisements, and that sort of thing 4 

Mr. (FRADISON. | made those dle ISIONIS, together W ith, ad ice ot the 
few people rround mie in the office. 

Mr. NIOorr. Is it not a fact that Mr. Tate, from his testimony here 
lis mornit 7. fairly effectively controlled the purse Strings ot your 


/ 


OrgeaniZation ¢ 
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Mr. Grapison. Yes. I could only spend what I had: and you may 
he assured I didn’t contract to spend any more than I had at any time, 
because I wasn't going to wind up with a deficit. 

Mr. Moore. So that to that extent you were not a free agent—were 
you—to the extent that your activities were circumscribed by the 
amount of money that you had available ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. I think that I was a free agent to spend everything 
that was made available to me to spend. Ll was not a free agent to 
spend more, unless 1 personally wanted to make up the deficit, and 
1 didn’t. 

Mr. Moore. Well, were you kept advised from time to time as to how 
much money you had avi rilable tospend ¢ 

Mr. Graptson, Oh, ves. You see, as I showed you in Cincinnati, we 
had a checkbook with all the de ‘posits listed and the balance, so that 
we knew every minute what we had in the bank: and, as vou know, 
as you were shown, we kept a very close record of what we were spend 
ing so we could tell, I believe, every morning, just what we had. 
There wasn't any trouble about that. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, may [ask a question / 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. May I interrupt before we get away from it, 
because Tam afraid we might forget it later. Did you have a balance 
at the end of the campaign, Mr. Gradison ‘ 

Mr. Grapison, I will give you that. 

Senator Hennings. Or did it come out just about even ? 

Mr. Graptson, We hada balance of $18.336.2 1. 

Senator Hennings. And the balance was appliedshow 4 What did 
vou do with that / 

Mr. Graptson. I was not the treasurer. I didn't sign any checks 
We didn't have to turn it over. Mr. Tate will have to answer thiut 
question. 

Of course, we may have paid some bills. We did have some bills 
come in later, but I don’t think they were material in this account. 

Senator Hennings. You don’t know whether any of the amount in 
balance was reapportioned or returned to the contributors, per capita 4 

Mr. Grapison. Not through my office. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Grapison. As I understand it, there were about 90,000 or LO0,000 
contributors. That would have been a pretty big job. 

Senator HenninGs. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. You had authority tosign checks: isthat correct ? 

Mr. Grapison, No,sir: Lsigned no checks. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Tate signed the checks / 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. All the ¢ we 

Mr. (ZRADISON, Yes, Sl 

Mr. Moore. Now, = ate the headquarters was in the Dixie Terminal 
Building: is that right / 

Mr. Grapison. TOS. 

Mr. Moore. And that is also the building in which vour own offices 
are ¢ 

Mr. Graptson, That is rght.onthe fourth floor. 
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Mr. Moore. And when did you yourself begin to participate in the 
Taft for Senate Committee activities, during the course of the 
primary ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. Oh, ves. 

Mr. Moore. So that you were chairman of the Taft for Senate 
Committee when the committee was first organized, and what date is 
your recollection it was ¢ 

Mr. Graptison. January 24, 1950. 

Mr. Moore. Did you give your full time to the activities of the cem- 
mittee from that date onward ? 

Mr. Grapison. No; part time. 

Mr. Moore. I assume that you got toa point where you had to devote 
full time; is that correct / 

Mr. Graptson. There were times, vou bet. 

Mr. Moore. And the headquarters suite was not in your own suite, 
I take it ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. Oh, no, it was on the seventh floor. 

Mr. Moorr. You retained space on t he seventh floor of that building ? 

Mr. Graptson. Right. 

Mr. Moorr. And you had an office staff and clerical assistance, and 
that kind of thing; isn’t that correct ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. When in point of time would you state that you com- 
menced to give your activities on a full-time ‘basis / 

Mr. Grapison. I think I cannot answer that question. I don’t think 
it is possible to answer that question. 

I mean, for instance, if 1 was in the campaign office and you called 
me in my office and wanted to talk to me, I had a connection from my 
own switchboard in my office up there, I would talk to you. 

Now, you might talk to me about business or family or the weather 
or something else that did not have anything to do with the ¢ ampalgn, 
I don’t think anybody could answer that question. 

Mr. Moore. Well, now, you also incurred out-of- pocket expenses, 
did you not, during the course of the campaign in your capacity as 
chairman ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. They would be very small, realizing that I was in 
Cincinnati. 

Mr. Moore. And you remained there throughout the campaign ? 

Mr. Graptson. 1 made very few trips. You can count them on one 
hand. 

Mr. Moorr. Did you, sir, make any trips outside the State of Ohio? 

Mr. Graptson. No. 

Mr. Moore. Now, then, in connection with the Advertising Com 
mittee for Taft, did you have the say as to how much that committee 
would expend in any of its activities, for example, in the matter of 
newspaper publicity ¢ 

Mr. Gravison. Yes, I did, and vetoed all newspaper publicity. 

Mr. Moore. Did you have anything to do with the retainer of public 
relations consel by the advertising committee ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Moore. Will you please describe what part you played in that ? 

Mr. Graptson. Well, I interviewed pe ople and decided that for our 
purposes the Guylay organization would, in my opinion, do the best 
possible job, and e mployed them. 
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Mr. Moore. Were any other counsel employed ‘ 

Mr. Grapison. No, there were no others, just Guylay and associates. 

Mr. Moore. Now, did you retain them in your capacity as chairman 
of the Taft for Senate Committee ? 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. But nevertheless the disbursements for their fees appear 
in the Advertising for Taft Committee, is that correct ? 

Mr. Grapison. Correct. 

Mr. Moore. Can you explain why that arrangement was made / 

Mr. Grapison. Well, it seems to me that public counseling is really 
advertising, and if you are going to keep proper records, that is where 
it should be shown, and I think you will find in all business it 1: 
done the same way. 

Mr. Moore. Well, did you not have an advertising account in the 
Taft for Senate Committee / 

Mr. Grapison. Have you got our report’ It will show that. 

Mr. Moorr. You don’t recall ? 

Mr. Graptson. If it is, it is very small and you probably could pick 
out some little item. You have our report. 

Mr. Moore. Yes, Ido. IT just wondered what your recollection was. 
I see on your report for the general election certain advertising 
expenditures, ves. 

Mr. Grapison. And the detail is there, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Moorr. Yes; what they were for. 

Mr. Graptson. Yes. Some little local proposition, not a general 
thing. 

Mr. Moore. What is the Advocate ? 

Mr. Grapison. It is a Cincinnati paper. 

Mr. Moore. An advertising contribution of $10. 

Mr. Grapison. That is what I mean. 

Mr. Moore. Couldn't you have had better control of the expenditure 
for advertising had it been in your Taft for Senate Committee 
headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Grapison., Frankly, | had no difficulty at all. Whether it 
could have been better or not is a question no one could answer unless 
he tried both methods, but I had no difficulty in that. 

And one must remember also that I am not an advertising expert. 
I don’t know anything about it, and IT think that Mr. McQueen was 
very good at it, and it was very helpful to me certainly not to shoulder 
all the burdens of this thing. 

After all, it is very difficult for us to look back even a year and 
realize what a big campaign it was. There never was anything in 
my lifetime like it in Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. Is Mr. McQueen an advertising man? 

Mr. Grapison. Yes: I understand so, 

Mr. Moorr. Did not the Ohio State central and executive com 
mittee have its own advertising account ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. Oh, I can’t answer that. Tam not on the committee. 

Mr. Moore. Well, you know, don’t you, Mr. Gradison—— 


Mr. Grapison. What do you mean ‘bv advertising? For instance. 
| 


the State committee is responsible for the election of all the Repub 
‘ans who ran for oflice in the State of Obie, and there were 550 
or more of them. That is their job. In that t! eV did advertising. 
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They put on a billboard “Vote Republican.” There was a lot said 
about our billboards here because they were Taft billboards. On 
those Same billboards it said, “Vote Republican.” and then would 
have Senator Taft’s name and picture, and always would have the 
Congressman of the district also, or the Congressman who was running 
at large. It was all together. 

Mr. Moore. That organization, as a matter of fact, has helped to 
elect you to ollice: isn't that correct / 

Mr. Graptson. Oh, ves. 

Mr. Moore. So that vou are familiar with the organization: isn’t 
that so? , 

Mr. GFRADISON. It Is so many years ago that they helped to elect 
me to oflice. Phat oes back over <0 years 

Mr. Moorr. But vou do not dispute the fact that they themselves 
had outside advertising / 

Mr. Graptson. Oh, I am sure they must have had, but when you 
ask me, [ don't know who was or what they had to do with it. 

Mr. Moorr. My question was whether there was a separate advel 
lising committee organized by the State organization ‘ 

Mr. Graptson. [T would say from experience that they did. T had 
nothing to do with it, | didn't choose them. and if vou ask me the 
name, | don’t know. I have no idea. 

Mr. Mi ORE, Now. then, in the retainer ot the Gruvlay firm for the 
pubhe relations work, am I correct in assuming that thes did the 
public relations work of the Taft for Senate Committee / 

Mr. Grapison. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Now. then. in that capacity, did they prepare any of 

} 


the releuses V hich emanated from your oflice / 

Mr. Grapison. Right. 

Mr. Moorr. Did they prepare all of them / 

Mr. Graptsox. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Did they prepare newspaper copy and radi 
easts and that kind of thing 

Mr. Graptson. We ran no newspaper copy, as I recall. 

Mr. Moore. Without exception. Did they prepare copy for broad 

asting ¢ 

‘Ir. (FRADISON, | dont know that anybody ever wrote a speech f r 
Senator Taft. 

Mr. Moore. I was not referring to speeches I meant press release 
releases, for example, such as you might imitiate. 

Mr. Grapisoxn. Oh, ves. But Senator Taft, you know, conducted 
all of his own broadcasts and TV programs. I never even was on an 
of them. as chairman. 

Mr. Moore. Did that organization also prepare the document 
known as the Buckeye Bulletin, which Senator Taft introduced into 
the record the other day 4 

Mir. GRADISON. Yes. They should be given credit for that, although 
occasionally yours truly wrote a few lines, in his feeble way. 

Mr. Moore. But you would say that the bulk of the work was pet 
formed by the Guylay firm ¢ 

Mir. Grapison. Yes. su 
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Mr. Moore. Did any other counsel assist in the preparation of 
those / 

Mr. Grapison. No. We didn’t have any other counsel, 

Mr. Moore. I show you, Mr. Gradison, a leaflet which purports to 
he several pages from the November, 1950, issue of the Reader’s 
Digest, being a reprint of an article by Senator Taft entitled, “The 
Dangerous Decline of Public Morality.” which I offer, Mr. Chairman, 
for identification as exhibit No. 155. 

Senator Gitterre. It will be received when properly identified. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 155” 
for identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. You know, do vou not, Mr. Gradison,. that there ap 
pears to be no organization under whase sponsorship that leaflet was 
presumably distributed, or that reprint / 

Mir. Grapison. No. 

Mr. Moort. Have you ever seen that document before / 

Mr. Grapison. If I have ever seen it- 

Mr. Moore. In that form 4 

Mr. Grapison. If I dinve ever seen it, | don’t remember it, although 
| do subscribe for this magazine. Wasn't this out after the campaign 
was over ¢ 

Senator Hennines. Was it out after the campaign Was over / 

Mr. Moorr. What is the date of it / 

Mr. Grapison. November, 1950. The election was the first week in 
November, 1950. 

Senator Hi NNINGS. |] hat comes out about the 15th of the precedi he 
month, or somewhere around there. 

Mr. Moore. I don't know. To am asking vou whether vou have 
seen it. 

Mr. Graptson. I dont know. I don’t remember reading it. 

Mr. Moore. I offer also for identification, Mr. Chairman, as exhibits 
Nos. 156 and 157, releases from Mr. Gradison’s headquarters dated 
September 3, 1950, and July 31, 1950: the document dated September 
3, 1950, being a photostatic copy of a communication from Mr. 
Gradison to Mr. Jack Kroll, chairman of the CIO Political Action 
Committee, and it is dated. if I have not stated so, August 30, 1950: 
the other document being a statement by Mr. Gradison concerning 
the CIO-PAC beeklet entitled “A Speaker's Handbook.” 

Senator Gitterre. When properly identified, they will be received 
as part of our files. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 
156 and 157," respectively, for identification, and will be found in the 
files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, may [ask counsel for the committee 
if he will inquire from the Reader’s Digest or require the Reader’s 
Digest to advise the committee when this leaflet was printed and by 
whose order and when it was distributed. 

Mr. Moore. Yes: we will, indeed. We had expected to be able to 
establish that, Mrs. Smith, during the course of the testimony. But 
if we cannot, we will certainly do that. 

Senator SmirH. Thank you. 
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(The following letter from Mr. A. L. Cole, general business manager 
of the Reader’s Digest, was ordered to be inserted in the record at this 
point at a meeting of the subcommittee held February 38, 1952:) 

JANUARY 4, 1952. 
Mr. JoHN P. Moore, 


Chief Counsel, Committee on Rules and Administration, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Moore: Your letter of December 13, 1951, addressed to the editors 
of the Reader’s Digest has been sent on to me for reply because Mr. and Mrs. 
Wallace, the editors of Reader’s Digest, are out of the country and will not return 
for several weeks, 

To answer your specific questions: There were a total of 100,000 reprints of 
the article entitled “The Dangerous Decline of Political Morality,” which appeared 
in our November 1950 issue. These reprints were run off at the same time the 
Inagazine was printed, during the month of October, and they were shipped at 
the request of Mr. L. Richard Guylay, oi Senator Taft's office, addressed to bim 
at Cincinnati, Ohio 

At the time Reader's Digest editors arranged with Senator Taft for this article 
it was understood that in addition to the cash to be paid for the article Reader's 
Digest would provide him with reprints of it. The cash paid was $2,500, The 
cost of the reprints was $320 

Cordially yours, 
A. L. COLE. 

Mr. Moore. I offer further for identification as exhibit No. 158, mate- 
rial prepared by the Taft for Senate Committee headquarters relating 
to “Some Common Charges Against the Taft-Hartley Law and How 
To Answer Them,” under the signature of Willis D. Gradison, 
chairman. 

I hand that to the witness for identification. 

Senator Gitterre. Is it marked as an exhibit, sir / 

Mr. Moorr. I request, Mr. Chairman, that it be marked as “Exhibit 
No. 158.” 

Senator Gitterre. It will be so marked and received. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 158” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Guerre. It is after 12 o'clock, and perhaps it would be 
advisable to recess at this point. 

The committee will now rise and recess and assemble at a quarter 
to2. We will save a quarter of an hour. 

(Whereupon, at 12: 10 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
it 1:45 p. m., of this same dav.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Gitterre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Just before we recessed, | had advised Mr. Tate that one of the 
members of the subcommittee who was unable to be present might want 
to cross-examine himthisafternoon. But I have just talked to Senator 
Monroney, and Senator Monroney, not having heard the testimony 
this morning or having had an opportunity to read the record as of yet, 
shot ina position right now to cross-examine. 

So Mr. Tate will be excused from further attendance, and if the 
ommittee desires anything further from you, we will contact vou. 

Thank you, Mr. Tate, for your cooperation. 

Mr. Tare. Thank vou. 

Senator GuuLerre. A i ot, may C: u t. Gringher. 


Nin. (9) 
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Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give in the matter 
now in hearing before this subcommittee shall be the truth. the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. GINGHER. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF PAUL R. GINGHER, APPEARING ON BEHALF OF 
LEWIS B. HILL, ADVERTISING DIRECTOR, THE COLUMBUS 
DISPATCH 


Senator Gitterre. Mr. Gingher, 1 am informed that it is quite essen 
tial that you get back to Ohio. I am also informed that you have a 
pre pared statement to present to this subcommittee. 

Mr. Ginauer. Yes, sir. 

Senator GitLerre. The members have just discussed the matter. 

Will you give your name ¢ 

Mr. Gincuer. Paul R. Gingher. 

Senator Gitterre. And your residence / 

Mr. Gauncuer. Columbus, Ohio. 

Senator Gitterre. And what is your business, or profession 

Mr. Ginger. [Tam an attorney, and IT am counsel for the Ohio 
Newspaper Association and the Columbus Dispatch, whose Mr. Hill 
was subpenaed to be present and who was unable to be here because of 
ilIness, under doctor’s orders, and by arrangement with Mr. Moore, it 
was arranged that I should substitute for him. 

Senator Ginverre. This statement that you have is your own state- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Grneuer. It is my own statement, after consultation with Mr. 
Hill and my familiarity with the matter at hand, my own familiarity, 
as it transpired. 

Senator Gitterre. Without objection on the part of the subecom 
mittee, the statement will be received and embodied in the record, and 
vou will be excused from further attendance. 

(The statement of Mr. Gingher is as follows:) 

According to newspaper reports and by the nature of the subpena 
served on Mr. Lewis B. THhll, advertising director of the Columbus 
Dispatch, it appears that a question is raised concerning the relation- 
ship, if any, between a series of advertisements which appeared 1 
13 Ohio Sunday ne Wspapers beginning September 5, 1950, and the 
Taft-Ferguson campaign for election to the United States Senate 
of that vear. 

These articles speak for themselves, and the most minute and critical 
inspection will demonstrate, wiiGowt question or reservation, that 
they are purely and solely what they are represented to be. They 
have received the approbation of educators, businessmen, and indi- 
viduals from many walks of life. 

They oppose communism, glorify honest labor, reemphasize the 
Bill of Rights, and exhort all to again take stock of their many 
blessings and preserve the liberty and opportunity which honest and 
loyal citizens enjoy under the Constitution and our form of govern- 
ment. Their obvious and sole purpose was to cause those who read 
them to think for themselves about vital issues which press upon us 
in these times. 
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There is not the remotest insinuation that any candidate for any 
office is in agreement or disagreement with any of the principles 
enunciated. 

No matter what the purpose, sinister or otherwise, of those who 
made these articles possible—no matter how emphatic their support 
of any candidate or how bitter their opposition to another—they did 
not, and could not, manifest their purpose or feeling through the 
medium of the articles in question. 

The character and purpose of these articles will be demonstrated 
by an uncharacteristic reticence and silence on the part ot those sO 
articulate in presenting their grievances if you ask them to take public 
issue With the facts and principles recited and advanced in them. 

This series ot advertisements Was conceived by Mr. Hill and his 
associates at the Dispatch. At no time was any candidate or his 
representative or any political organization consulted or informed 
the proposed advertising program. The COP \ for all of 
the articles was prepared by regular associates of the Columbus Dis 


patch without assistance or suggestion Trom any outside Sources, 


CoOncerhnil 


Reference material was, of course, used, including Government releases 
@1) the subject ot COMMU EST. 

One of the objections to this type of advertising voiced by those 
who finance it is that circulation of a single newspaper is too limited 
in connection with subjects of national importance and concern, and 
that the type of message conveyed in these articles should have broader 
coverage. For this reason the Columbus Dispatch solicited the cooper 
ation of other newspapers to join with them in publishing the articles. 
The cooperating newspapers are Akron Beacon-Journal, Athens Mes 
senger, Canton Repository, Cincinnati Enquirer, Cleveland Plain 
Dealer, Columbus Dispateh, Dayton Daily News, Hamilton News, 
Lima News, Middleton News, ‘Toledo Blade, Youngstown Vindicator. 
Zanesville Times Signal. 

We understand that it has been suggested that these hewspape4rs 
are dominant ly Republican. The fact, however, 1s that many of them 
are traditionally Democratic. T assume that no one would question 
the political faith of the Dayton publisher, Hon. James M. Cox, for 
mer Governor of Ohio and candidate for President on the United 
States Democratic ticket. Likewise, it will be recognized that the 
Cleveland Plain Dealer and the Cincinnati Enquirer, merely as ex 
amples, and representing tremendous circulation, certainly are not 
Republican newspapers. 

According to the su! pena, the committee 1s interested in the revenue 
received for this advertising and perhaps its distribution among the 
individual publishers who participated. The total amount paid for the 
advertising amounted to S77.042, less commissions to A. L. Connor of 
7.48, or a net of 855,154.52. The number of individuals and 
firms W hich ( ontributed [oO make the advert ising possible is Yoo. For 
the purpose of simplified handling, all checks were made payable to 
the Columbus Dispatch and distribution of the funds made by it. 

As the members of this committee will undoubtedly know, thi 
political rate of hewspapers is one of the highest rates charged, and 


S21,88 


the lows st rate Is the local contract rate. Rates received by the hews 


papers for the adve rtising Ih question Wis only slightly in excess of 


the lowest rate charged by the respective newspapers. The largest 
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individual payments for the advertising were $1,000, and there were 
relatively few of these, the average being approximately $286. 

In this connection, we respectfully submit that the announced pur- 
pose of this committee to recommend amendments to the election laws 
may be fully served without encumbering the record with the names 
of the many individuals and firms who contributed to the cost of the 
advertising program in question. It is traditional in the newspaper 
business that the amount paid for advertising is held in confidence 
by the publisher, and in instances such as these, for very good reasons, 
the names of the individuals making the payments are not revealed. 
The reason is that those individuals are subjected to solicitation for 
all kinds and types of projects. The publishers have felt it their 
duty to protect them from these annoyances. We, of course, recog 
nize that we must abide by the good judgment and sound discretion 
of the committee in this matter but we are very hopeful that you 
will recognize the merit of our position. 

In conclusion, | would like to say that this type of campaign is 
not new. Almost without exception, the newspapers of the coun try 
lave sponsored similar campaigns. During World War II the Na 
tional Advertising Council, which is made up of publishers, adver 
tising agencies, and advertisers, was organized. This agency has con 
tinued to exist and function, and its purpose is to provide copy and 
arrange for the public ation of public-service advertising. Presently, 
the Advertising Council and the publishers of America are engaged 
ina program to stimulate the purchase by the public of United States 
Defense bonds. This is done at the instance of the Government and 
at no cost to it, and Tam proud to announce that in this campaign the 
Columbus Dispatch, through its solicitation of patriotic citizens, has 
already provided for more advertising lineage for this laudable pur 
pose than any newspaper in the United States. 

With complete sympathy and respect for the purpose to be served 
by this committee, and believing that the committee is interested 1 
the viewpoint of all citizens, may we suggest and recommend that 
the committee keep ever in mind that restraints of any character 
placed upon the press, even though seemingly justified at the mo 
ment, hav serve as an entering wedge for more drastic regulation 1] 
the future. 

The publishers of Ohio, for whom I speak as counsel for the Ohio 
Newspaper ~~ lation, have no desire and certainly no right to vio 
late, e pany ‘in letter or principle, the statute laws or any rules of de 
cency or fair play in connection with elections or any other matter, 
but Aa firmly believe that in the public interest no attempt should 
be made to restrain them in the S dalcteae and even expansion, 
of public service and patriotic programs such as those concerning 
which T have been called to testify. 

Mr. Grnauer. May I say this, sir, that Mr. Hill was subpenaed to 
bring some further record. May I work out the inclusion of those 

cords in the record with counsel, or submit those later 

Senator GitLetre. There was a subpena duces tecum served on you 4 

Mir. Gincuer. Right. 

Senator Gitterre. Yes, sir: you are directed to do that 

Mr. Ginguer. I will do that. 

Senator Gitterre. Thank you, sir. 
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Now, Mr. Gradison, I believe you had finished your statement and 
counsel was engaged in interrogating 7 vou. 
Have you completed with Mr. Gradison ? 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIS A. GRADISON—Resumed 


Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, there were just a few additional item: 
of documentary evidence that I wanted to put in at this time, the next 
being specimens of farm programs prepared by Mr. Gradison’s offic: 
for radio delivery dated respectively October 13, 18, 20, and 23, whic! 
I will ask the witness to identify, and request, Mr. Chairman, that 
they be marked as exhibit No. 159. 

Mr. Graptson. I identify these. 

Senator Gitterre. They will be marked as an exhibit and received 
as part of our record. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 159° 
for identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. As exhibit 160, Mr. Chairman, I offer a press releas: 
from the Taft for Senate Committee, an editorial suggestion entitled. 
“Let’s Choose The Better Man.” I ask the witness to identify thi 
as a press release coming from his office. 

Mr. Graptson. I identify this. 

Senator Gitterre. It will be marked as an exhibit and will be re 
ceived. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 160° 
for identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommitte. ) 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, as exhibit No. 161, 1 offer a reprint 
from Colhier’s magazine of October 22, 1949, a speech by United 
States Senator Robert A. Taft entitled, “How Much Government Car 
Free Enterprise Stand?” 

This document also bears the stamp of the Fr: sre County Cit 
zens Committee for the Reelection of Senator Robert A. Taft, Russe! 
H. Campbell, director, Southern Hotel, Columbus, ¢ Pil 

Mr. Graptson. My name is on here. 

Senator Gruutettre. It has been identified. It will be marked as : 
exhibit and will be received. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 161° 
for identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. I offer, Mr. Chairman, as exhibit No. 162 a page whic! 
appears to be a reprint of a Colliers’ editorial entitled, “We Are For 
Taft’s Reelection,” taken from Colliers for January 14, 1950.) Th 
does not bear the legend of the Taft for Senate Committee, but I su! 
mit it to the witness to determine whether or not he can identify it as 
« document reprinted by him or by his committee and disseminated 
by his committee. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 162” { 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Grantson. Mr. Chairman, my name is not on here as chairma! 
of the committee. and everything that we issued had the legend, 
“Willis D. Gradison, chairman of the Taft for Senate Committee.” 
I have seen this article in Collier’s, but our office did not reproduc 
this. 

Mr. Moore. Your office did not ? 

Mr. Grapison. No, sir 
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Mr. Moorr. Do you know whether any other Taft for Senate Com- 
mittee did, Mr. Gradison? It is only for purposes of identification. 

Mr. Grapison. I do not think so, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. Now, then, with respect to the exhibit previously iden- 
tified, a reprint of Senator Taft’s speech entitled, “How Much Govern 
ment Can Free Enterprise Stand ?” was it your practice, Mr. Gradison, 
to reprint such things for distribution by some of the county commit- 
tees § 

Mr. GRADISON. Yes, si 

Mr. Moore. And this one was distributed by the Franklin County 
Citizens’ Committee: is that right / 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir, that is mght. 

Mr. Moore. To what extent was this done with other committees, 
besides the Franklin County ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. I would say that a copy was mailed into every county 
so that the chairmen of the committees would be familiar with what 
was being said and written about Senator Taft. 

Mr. Moore. Now, Mr. Gradison, 1 believe you were here when one 
exhibit was introduced by counsel, exhibit No. 83, during the course of 
Senator Taft’s testimony the other day, representing advertisements 
appearing in various Ohio newspapers, and apparently without his 
know ledge or consent. 

Without taking the time of the committee, I will pass them to you 
for identification. IT will ask you whether these advertisements ap- 
peared after any prior contact with you or your committee. 

Mr. Graptson. The one I ain looking at I have never seen, nor this 
one. They are all from the same city. I never saw these, never was 
consulted before their insertion, 

Mr. Moore. Did your office, Mr. Gradison, supply mats to news- 
papers or advertising agencies in connection with any of this 
publicity ( 

Mr. Grapison. The only mats that I know of were mats of Senator 
Taft’s photograph. 

Mr. Moore. Mats of Senator Taft’s photograph ? 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Now, returning to the question of the Taft for Senate 
meee on the county level, you have testified a moment ago that 

t least to the extent of supplying them with literature, you had con- 

tact with these county organizations. 

I would like to ask you, Mr. Gradison, whether during the cam 
poles or upon its conclusion you did anything toward checking up 

n the filing of reports by these county committees, 

Mr. Grapison. I believe I testified this morning that before the 
campaign was over, toward the end a letter was sent to every com- 
mittee instructing them, giving them the law and instructing them 
to file proper reports, and I have an idea that our people did see that 
they filed those reports. 

Mr. Moorr. And you have ho information except that which I be 

leve came out upon my quest! ioning this morning as to the number 
vhich actually filed reports, the 30 or 31 which I referred to? 

Mr. Grapison. Yes; and the balance were filed in the counties. 

Mir. Moore. They were filed in the counties ? 

Mr. Grapison. Yes. 
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Mr. Moore. That, Mr. chairman, is corroborated by information 
obtained by the staff in the field at which time we sent a questionnaire 
to the various counties which had not filed, and if the committee 
pleases, 1 would like to submit at this time the results of that ques 
tionnaire as an exhibit, plus the documents, the interrogations, letters 
of inquiry aa ich were sent to these county committees. 

If | may, I would like to indicate that sigh Re were sent to 
50 Taft for Senate committees organized in counties not under the 
jurisdiction of the northern Ohio Taft ey Senate Committee, and 
of these 30 a total of 5 committees failed to reply. The remaining 
25 were summarized in our report. 

If the committee likes, I can briefly read the summary of our find 
Ings. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, I think that that would be the better way 
to handle it, if you will just read the summary. 

Mr. ena Mr. Chairman, the results pore that eight com 
mittees failed to reply to our questionnaire, eight committees replied 
that their campaign activities were “earn ‘by the northern Ohio 
Paft for Senate Committee, four committees replied that their reports 
of receipts and expenditures were filed with the county board of elec 
tions, and two of these included copies of their tiled reports. 

Ten committees replied that they received no contributions and 
made no disbursements, 21 committees replied that they were financed 
through the northern Ohio Taft for Senate Committee and/or the 
county Republican central and executive committee. 

Three committees replied that Mr. Gordon Renner took care of all 
expenditures of their committees. One committee replied that all 
moneys received by them and all bills for expenses were turned over 
to the Republican central and executive committee at Columbus, 
and three committees reported that they were financed by the Taft 
for Senate Committee in Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Mr. Gradison, can vou identify Mr. Gordon Renner ? 

Mr. Graptson. Yes, sir: he was in charge of the Taft for Senate, 
southern Ohio division. 

Mr. Moore. And do you have any present recollection of the three 
committees which reported to the staff that they were financed 
your committee / 

Mr. GRADISON. Will you give me the names / 

Mr. Moorr. I don't have them. I was wondering if you could 
identify them. ; 

Mr. Grapison. Well, the one that I do know of was Butler County 
I think you had gone to see him and he wrote me a letter about it, 
and we checked up every item and found that the expenditures wer 
paid for by the Taft for Senate Committee. 

Mr. Moore. Does this refresh your recollection? TI have had called 
to my attention, Mr. Gradison, that Pike County, Butler County, and 
Auglaize County were apparently the ones. 

Mr. Grapison. The Butler was one. apparently, and we checked 
every item. The other two didn’t communicate with me, so I don't 
know. Those are very small counties, Pike and Auglaize. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to have marked 
as an exhibit for identification and as exhibit No. 163, the analyses 
prepared by the staff of the questionnaire sent to the county Taft for 
Senate committees which did not file in Columbus, and we will have 
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on file in the committee room the questionnaire itself and all docu 
ments and correspondence in connection with it. 

Senator Gitterre. It will be marked as an exhibit. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 163° for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. I have no further questions. 

Senator Giuterre, Any further questions’ Senator Monroney ‘ 

Senator Monronery. | would like to reserve my questions. 

Senator GILLETTE. Senator Hennings / 

Senator Hennings. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gradison, vou are long a resident of Ohio, are you not, sir/ 

Mr. Grapison. All my life. 

Senator Hennines. And you are, as such, and as an active and suc 
cessful businessman—I take it that you are a successful businessman, 
that you are an investment broker / 

Mr. Grapison. Right. 

Senator Hennine. I said “broker.” I do not know just What chat 
acter of broker. 

Mr. Grapison, That is right. 

Senator Hennings. You do business under your own firm name, 
do you ¢ 

Mr. Grapison, W.D. Gradison & Co. 

Senator Hennine. W.D. Gradison & Co. 

There has been a great deal, apparently, in the background, as well 
as in the forefront of the Ohio campaign indicating that certain or 
ganizations. CLO organizations, are either Communist-dominated— 
I refer especially and specifically now to the charge against thie 
CLlO-PAC—that the CIO-PAC was either Communist-dominated., 
Communist-controlled, or Communist-infiltrated or any combination 
of those three things or all of them. 

Do vou believe that to be the fact. Mr. Gradison / 

Mr. Graptson. Well, they 

Senator HenninGs. I ask you that in your capacity as campaign 
manager of Mr. Taft’s campaign. 

Mr. Graptson. Yes, sir; I am going to answer it in that capacity. 
and also as aman who reads the newspapers. 

Senator HENNINGs. Yes. . 

Mr. Grapison. During this campaign there were held here in Wash 
ington hearings by a congressional committee, to which there were 
subpenaed a number of residents of Cincinnati. One or more of 
them confessed to being Communists, and others were accused of it. 
Most of them belonged to the UE, which union was the union in one 
of our very large plants. 

At about that time 

Senator Hennines. The UF, did IT understand you to say 4 

Mr. Grapison. The United Electrical Workers. 

Senator Hennines. UE? 

Mr. Graptson. Yes, UE. 

Senator Hennings. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Graptson, At approximately that time the ClO threw this 
union out because they were connected with communism, as they 
threw out 12 others, making, as I remember, a total of 15. 

I do know, as a citizen of Cincinnati, that there was quite an argu- 
ment in this plant, because when some of these people came home there 
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was a strike because the employees refused to work alongside of some 
of these people who had been found to be Communists. That I know 
from my personal knowledge. 

Senator Henninas. Yes, sir. 

Well, to get back to my question, please, and let us refer to the 
period of the campaign 

Mr. Grapison. ‘This was during the campaign; yes, sir. 

Senator HENNINGs. Yes. 

Let me then put my question to you again, if I may, relating to the 
period of the campaign and up to and including November 7—I 
believe that was election day, was it, last year 4 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennin@s. I seem to remember the day myself. 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir. 

Senator HenninGs. Do you believe that as of that day or for any 
substantial period or any period whatever, for that matter, during 
the primary or the general election campaign in Ohio that the CIO- 
PAC was dominated, controlled, and/or infiltrated by known Com- 
munists or any Communists? What is your opinion about that? 

Mr. Grapison. Your first word was “dominated,” and my answer is 
“No”; your second word is “Controlled,” and my answer is “No”; 
your third word was “Infiltrated,” and my answer is “Partially.” 

Senator Hennines. Partially? 

Mr. Graptson. Because there were 15 unions in there that the 
CIO on its own threw out because they were Communists. 

Senator Hennings. And they threw them out after the campaign ? 

Mr. Grapison. During. 

Senator Henninos. During the campaign? 

Mr. Grapison. Yes; this was before the election. It all happened 
within a few months before the election, 1f you will remember. 

Senator Hennines. Do you remember when they threw out the 
so-called Communist-intiltrated or dominated or controlled unions? 

Mr. Grapison. The dates I cannot give you. I think the year was 
1950. 

Senator HeNNiNGs. The vear—sometime in 19504 

Mr. Grapison. I have that recollection, because the famous meet 
ing was tn Cleveland, sir. 

Senator Henninos. After they threw out the so-called 13 or some 
13 unions, did you thereafter believe that they continued to be in- 
filtrated by Communists ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. I just answered—maybe I didn’t answer it, Senator. 

Senator HENNINGs. You said sometime in 1950 they threw out some 
13 organizations; is that my correct understanding ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. I get it. In other words, I said before they did in- 
filtrate them partially, and you want to know if they did on a certain 
date in 1950; is that it 

Senator Hennings. IT am not pinning you to a date; no, sir. Iam 
asking you after they threw the unions out, the organizations out of 
the C lO. do you be lieve that they still continued to be infiltrated by 
Communists! Do you believe th at when they threw them out that 
cured the condition / 

Mr. Graptison. I get your question. 

Senator Henninos. That they had purged themselves, so to speak, 
of Communist affiliations / 
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Mr. Grapison. I don’t know, of course, but I do say this, so far as 
those unions in Cincinnati are concerned, they did remain in them for 
quite a spell. Asa matter of fact, even today you read articles in our 
papers about them. 

Now, the UE is not connected any longer; it is one of the original 
CIO unions, but today they are not in the group, because they have 
been expelled. But you still read articles about their activities, even 
today, although most of them have gone underground. 

Senator Hrenninas. Is this about the UE? 

Mr. Graptson. I am speaking about only one, the one I know about, 
which has a large membership at home. 

Senator Hennings. What I was trying to get at, Mr. Gradison, 
ind you were very much in this campaign, and very effectively so, 
is whether during the course of the campaign, let us say from Septem 
ber up to and eae November 7, 1950, it was your honest, conscien 
tious, sincere belief that the CIO was then infiltrated or to any extent 
dominated by Communists. 

Mr. Grapison. From my own knowledge I could not say they were, 
md I don’t say they were from that time on. U p to then there was 
no doubt of infiltration because the CIO itself found it so. 

Senator Hrennines. But that was when the unions were expelled; 
that was before the campaign. I will deter them. 

Mr. Graptson. It was durimg it, and I cannot give you the month— 
I wish I knew it, because it might answer your question. Whether it 
was In September or not, Iam not sure. 

Senator Henntnas. After that was done, was there any change in 
ie course of your policy relating to the broadside charge s of con 
munism as relating to certain ot the labor groups, partic ularly the 

CIO? 

Mr. rADISON. TL think if you Investigate all of the material that 
we put out, you will find the word “communism” in maybe 1 percent 

mall, and vou would find where I have made the statement that the 
opponents ot Senator Taft are as follows. and listed them. and Com 
nunists were one. [don’t think you will ever find where I called any- 
ody a Communist. 

senator Hi NNINGS, | do not mean for Aa minute that you ever did, 
Mr. Gradison; you may be sure of that. 

Mr. Grapison. I didn’t. 

Senator HENNINGs. ; have no such purpose in mind. What I think 
has disturbed some of us is the general broadside charges that every- 
body who does not agree with us or see eye to eye with us on politic: al, 
economic, and some social questions must be a Communist or domi- 

nated by Communists or infiltrated or influenced to some degree or 
extent by Communists, and 1 wondered whether it was your honest 
belief that that was the case with respect to CIO-PAC or any other 
inion ing the latter course of the campaign. 

Mr. Grapison. After they purged themselves, I think that they had 
not been dominated, and would it be in order for me to say something 
personal, and I know it is 

Senator HENNINGs. Indeed ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Grapison. I once supported, in the city council, public housing, 
ind I was surprised to find that Willis Gradison was a Communist, 

n the hewspapers. 
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Senator Henninos. You were branded, too, because you supported 
public housing? 

Mr. Grapison. Yes; I know just what you mean. 

Senator Hennines. I have nothing further to ask Mr. Gradison. 

Senator GiLLerrr. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Gradison—I would 
like to read a statement that I find here: 

The PAC was conceived in communism, had communistic midwives assisting 
in its birth, and was carefully nurtured in its formative period by Communist 
teachers. 

Do you agree completely with that statement ? 

Mr. Grapison. Senator Smith, I didn’t make that statement. 

Senator Smiru. No; I wondered if you agreed with the statement. 

Mr. Grapison. I really don’t know, Senator; I don’t agree with it, 
I don’t disagree with it; I don’t know the answer. 

Senator Smirn. I just want to know if you agree with the statement 
that is made. I would identify the statement as a _press release that 

‘ame from you, and I would identify it as exhibit 57 which, I believe, 
counsel has in the files, and it is a quotation which stated it came from 
Senator Taft’s speech, and as his campaign manager I was asking you 
whether you agreed completely with any of that statement. I won- 
dered if you thought it was a pretty sweeping statement. 

Mr. Grapison. What page is that on? 

Senator Sari. I don’t have the pages here. 

Senator Hennings. Exhibit 47. 

Senator Smiru. No; it is 57 

Mr. Grapison. Senator, this statement that I put out is a copy of 
Senator Taft’s speech. 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. Grapison. And that is why I put it out. I did not make the 
speech nor did I assemble the bac ‘kground for it, and I don’t know. I 
just don’t know the facts. I never looked into them. 

Senator Samir. Would you not be willing to express your personal 
opinion as to whether you agree with such a sweeping statement o1 
not ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. I think this, speaking merely as an ordinary citizen, 
and having nothing to do with campaigning: Thirteen of these 
unions were in the original formation of the CIO, which the CIO 
itself found should not have been in there for communistic reasons, 
and they expelled them. 

Insofar as they were in there, I have to take the opinion of t 
CIO that they were communistic. That was the formation of the 
CIO. 

Now, after they were out, it certainly is my hope that there will 
be no more of that in the CIO. In fact, I hope there won’t be any 
where in the whole country. I don’t think I have answered you, 
Senator, exactly, but I really don’t know how to express a further 
opinion. 

Senator Smita. Would you not say that this was a pretty extrava- 
gant statement that couldn’t be backed up with facts? 

Mr. Graptson. Well, I would certainly say that from what I know 
today I could not back it up with facts. 

Senator Smirn. That is what I am asking you for, I am asking for 


your opinion. 
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Mr. Grapison. I could not know; I don’t know. I haven’t read 
all of this, naturally, in a few seconds, because it is four or five pages 
of it, and from the supplement that was filed here the other day I 
have no doubt that the Senator, at least, attempted, to back it up 
with the facts by his documentation, 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Gradison, I was asking for your personal 
opinion on that—which seems to me to be a very sweeping statement, 
that the PAC was conceived in communism, and so forth; one that 
would be very difficult to prove that with facts—and I was not asking 
for Senator Taft’s opinion; I wanted your own, because you were 
the witness. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask Mr. Gradison, how closely did 
you, Mr. Gradison, work with the candidate, Senator Taft; in other 
words, to what extent did you keep the Senator informed on the actual 
operations of the camp: Lign 2 

Mr. Graptson. Well, I did not see the Senator every day because 
the Senator was out traveling. He made hundreds of speeches 
throughout the State of Ohio; I remained at home. 

I tried to run the office, as we say out West, do a housekeeping job, 
to see that people were properly received who came in, mail answered 
properly, people get courteous replies over the telephone, see that our 
bills and accounts were properly taken care of, and so forth. 

I saw or talked to the Senator once a week or once every 2 weeks. 

Often he would not be in Cincinnati but once every 2 weeks. 

The State of Ohio is very large, as you know, and he would be 
in another part of the State. I tried my best to see him when he was 
home; I didn’t alw co succeed. He was so busy. 

Senator Smrrn. To what extent did he ask for information from 
you? 

Mr. Grapison. We kept him informed on everything we did. 
Every release we made was sent to his office. He again doesn’t have 
his office in the same building that I do. 

Senator Smirw. But you did ask him to approve or disapprove of 
any planned operations that you carried on? 

Mr. Grapison. Senator Taft approved of everything that we did, 
to the best of my knowledge. 

Senator Sairnu. ‘To what extent did you go over the proposed o 
planned campaign literature? Would that be the same answer ? 

Mr. Grapison. That is right; he approved every piece that was 
sent out. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Gradison, did you discuss the Stoneburner 
letter with Senator Taft and the question of its injection of religion 
into the campaign ? 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, I regretted it. The original came to my atten- 
tion anonymously—somebody sent it to me through the mail. Within 
. few minutes I telephoned my chairman in Montgomery County, 
ee asked him who this Mr. Stoneburner was—I had never heard of 

him; he had never heard of him. 

Well, I told him—I read the letter to him, and I said, “IT want you 
to go over there and tell that fellow we don’t want any kind of sup 
port like that. We are not interested, and certainly 1 am not inter- 
ested in any religion being injected into politics.” 
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That was done, but I thought that was so bad that I did give the 
letter to Senator Taft, and he, in his next radio program, denounced 
it, and I think issued a public statement to the same effect. 

It is very interesting if you will read that letter, the support of one 
Democrat and one Republic an—he also said the Democrats belonged 
to the orthodox church, and I have never been able to find out w hi at 
he meant. 

Senator Smirn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Guuterre. Mr. Gradison, there are just a couple of mat- 
ters that I want to interrogate you very briefly on. The first is with 
reference to the school speaking program. 

I do not recall whether it was you or Mr. Tate, but I believe it was 
you, that spoke of the fact that it was current practice and that Sena- 
tor Taft had many more invitations than he could possibly accept. 

Mr. Graptson. Correct, si 

Senator Giiterre. To speak at these schools. Were these speak- 
ing engagements or requests for his speaking engagements in the 
schools incident to the campaign or were the ‘y prevalent before the 
campaign é 

Mr. Grapison. I cannot speak about it before the campaign, because 
I hadn’t anything to do—well, Senator Taft wasn’t running and we 
didn’t have any campaign, so I don’t know anything about that. 

During the campaign we had many, many—lI mean they really ran 
in the hundreds of requests from the prine ipals of schools to get Sena- 
tor Taft to speak when he is here in this town or that town. We had 
to turn a good many down. 

Senator Gitterre. Do you know whether or not those were initiated 
or motivated by someone outside of the schools, urging that those in 
vitations be issued ? 

Mr. Graptson. Senator, everyone that IT handled 1 know were not 
motivated, because I know the people that sent them. 

Senator Giterre. Simply as a spontaneous request 

Mr. Gravison. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre. You don’t know whether the local campaign 
organization urged the local superintendent or the school board to eal! 
1 candidate in 4 

Mr. Grapison. I am confident that none from Cincinnati did, and 
IT might say that it is very common practice—I stated that I had run 
for public office nine times and I always was asked to please come in 
and talk tothe schools. It is a common practice. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, you might pardon, then, a personal remar 
in that connection, that I have also run for office many times , possibly 
nine time. I don’t remember the exact amount. 

I have always refused every invitation to speak in a public schoo! 
for the very clear reason, to me, that it seemed an improper channe 
of approach to campaign matters. 

I could understand, of course, the interest of the public schools in 
all of these matters of public concern, especially of historical value, 
hut it seemed to me improper ina campaign to try to approach the 
voter through the medium of the children in the public schools, and it 
seemed to me impossible to divorce that motive or to excuse it on the 
basis that you are just appearing in a campaign for the purpose of 
making a historical speec *h. 
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It is because of that attitude and because of my now expressed 
belief that it is entirely wrong that I asked whether it was instigated 
or initiated by your organization or any of the other organizations 
supporting Mr. Taft. 

Mr. Grapison. They were not instigated, Senator, and from my 
experience it is a custom at home to do that, to have public offici: als 
come into the schools, and you will find in checking this, you will 
find a lot of the requests came from the children themselves, head 
“President of XN YZ Civie Club.” They had both sides, of course. 

Now, whether Mr. Ferguson spoke—he said he didn’t go in. The 
Democrats did go in, there isn’t any question about that. They always 
have both sides. 

Senator Giuterre. You know that it was a practice indulged in by 
Democratic candidates ? 

Mr. Graptson. Oh, yes. It has always been done, to my knowledge. 

Senator Gitterre. Even if Mr. Ferguson did not ? 

Mr. Grapison. Oh, ves. He had many, many spokesmen. 

Senator GILLETTE. Now, the second matter I wanted to ask you about 
was with reference to the directing of funds to subcommittees. 

I believe you stated in answer to some of the questions this morning 
that you as president of your organization, through your board or 
through whatever official group was acting, directed that some of the 
funds collected be distributed to these various suborganizations. Did 
you state that ? 

; Mr. Graptson. I wasn’t asked the question and didn’t testify, but 
I will be very happy to. 

Senator GILLETTE. Well, we will be very olad to have you do so. 

Mr. Graptson. I did not make any such statement, to my knowledge. 

Senator Gitterre. I thought you did. 

Mr. Graptson. I think it must have been a former witness. 

Senator GitLerre. Perhaps it was Mr. Tate, but did you do that ? 

Mr. Graptson. Well, we set up first the northern Ohio and the 
southern Ohio and the other committees, and we tried to figure out a 
proper budget for each one, and the treasurer then was requested 
to see to it that each of these. I think, eight committees were financed 
tothe extent that we set upa budget. 

Senator Gruaerre. Well, maybe I am in error, but I thought that 
vou said that you did direct this and you ascertained to your own 
satisfaction that the money was available. You say you wouldn't 
want to direct money to be sent to some organization if the monev Was 
not available ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. Senator, if IT may sav so, what I think vou heard was 
I was talking about the Taft for Senate Committee of which I was 
chairman. 

Senator GiuuetTre. Yes. 

Mr. (FRADISON. The quest ion directed to me was “How did vou know 
how much to spend?” Wasn’t that it, Mr. Moore? And I said J 
ce ertainly wasn’t going to spe nd more than I had because I did not 

itend to make up any deficits. Wasn't that the question, sir 

Senator Ginterre. Well, that was substantially what I recall, was 
it not, Mr. Moore # 

Mr. GrRapison. The question was only addressed as to the J aft for 
Senate Committee of which I was chairman. 
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Senator Grtetre. Well, I made the notation because I wanted to 
ask you this question. 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir. 

Senator Guerre. If you could not direct the sending of sums to 
suborganizations until you were assured that the funds were available, 
how could you be assured that the funds were available if you had not 
been notified that they were available ? 

Mr. Graptson. Well, I certainly did not direct the sending of any 
funds until the funds were available. 

Senator Gitterre. Yes. Well, how did you ascertain that they were 
available? 

Mr. Grapison. I was advised by the treasurer. 

Senator Gittetre. The treasurer reported to you what funds he 
had on hand? 

Mr. Grapison. That is right. 

Senator Gititerre. Available for distribution ? 

Mr. Grapison. Or I may have called him and said, “The Physi- 
cians’ Committee needs a thousand dollars. Will you please make 
it available.” 

Senator Gittetre. It may have come from you then to Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Grapison. That is right, surely. I may have called him and 
said, “I think Northern Ohio needs some money. Will you please 
make it available, send it to them.” 

Senator Gitterre. Well, were you present in the room this morn- 
ing when Mr. Tate testified ? 

Mr. Graptson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gitterrr. You heard him state that time and time again 
he received contributions that he channeled directly to suborganiza- 
tions instead of reporting it as part of his organization’s funds and 
depositing it in the bank? 

Mr. Graptson. Right. 

Senator Grmuerre. Some of it he put in safety deposit boxes and 
took it out afterwards and channeled it here and there as seemed 
necessary. You heard that? 

Mr. Graptson. I did, sir. 

Senator Gitierre. Well, then who made the decision that funds of 
that kind that were not reported as contributions—who made the 
decisions that a certain amount wuold be sent to a certain organization, 
you or Mr. Tate or your organization ? 

Mr. Grapison. It was a combined decision I would say, sir, but may 
I say that those contributions were reported. 

Senator Gmetre. By whom ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. Well, by the committee that spent the money. Those 
contributions were reported. 

Senator Gruterre. Do you know that of your own personal knowl- 
edge ? 

Mr. Grapison. The three reports that Mr. Moore has on his desk 
I know of my own personal knowledge, the Taft for Senate Commit- 
tee, the Southern Ohio Committee and the Physicians’ Committee. 

Senator Grtuerre. Here were three committees, if that is the num- 
ber. 

Mr. Graprison. Those are the three that I have examined here. I 
haven't seen the others. 

Senator Grtiterre. Have you examined those reports? 
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Mr. Grapison. Those three, yes, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. Do you know that every sum of money that 
they received was reported, or, as of your knowledge, has been re- 
ported ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. I absolutely do. 

Senator Gitterre. Do you know that that encompasses everything 
that they received ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, sir. 

Senator GittetTrr. How do you know that? 

Mr. Grapison. I have seen the reports. 

Senator Gitterre. Why, certainly. That is what the report said. 
But how do you know that that report covers everything that they 
received ? 

Mr. Graptson. Well, Senator, take the Taft for Senate Committee, 
which has the largest report. I was chairman of that committee. I 
was in the office. I know everything 

Senator Griuuterre. Pardon me. To save time, I am not talking 
about the Taft for Senate Committee, of which you were an official. 
These other committees, the northern Ohio, the southern Ohio, the 
physicians, the advertising —— 

Mr. Graptson. All right. The three that I personally know all 
about are the Taft for Senate Committee, the Southern Ohio Com- 
mittee, and the Physicians’, and I am certain—and I am willing to say 
under oath—that every cent that went into there is reported in those 
reports. 

Senator GILLETTE. You mean, every cent that they received from any 








source 

Mr. Grapison. Right, sir. 

Senator GILLerre (continuing). Is in those? 

Mr. GFRADISON. Yes, sIr. 

Senator Giutetre. And did you examine those reports before they 
were filed ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. I certainly did. 

Senator Griterre. The physicians’? 

Why did you examine the physicians’ report, for instance, and not 
examine these other reports ? 

Mr. Grapison. The three of them were made in Cincinnati. 

Senator Giutetre. Those were the three that were—— 

Mr. Grapison. Made in Cincinnati. 

Senator Gruterre. Made in Cincinnati. 

Mr. Graptson. And I looked them over, yes, sir. 

Senator GittetTe. And you know of your own personal knowledge 
that every cent of money that those organizations received was 
reported ? 

Mr. Graptson. I do, sir. 

Senator Gruterre. Together with the disbursements? 

Mr. Graptson. I do, sir. 

Senator Gu.terre. Do you have any personal knowledge as to the 
other suborganizations? 

Mr. Grapison. No, I didn’t see those reports. 

Senator Giitetrr. Who made the decision that certain sums of 
money should be ordered paid to them ? 

Mr. Graptson. It was a joint decision. They would sit down and 
decide that their operations, let us say one of them, northern Ohio, 
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for instance, 41 counties, that meant that they had to have 41 offices, 
telephones, clerks. What the expense would amount to was budgeted, 
and in that way the decision was made. 

Senator Gitterre. The request came from the organization to your 
group for a certain sum of money ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. That is correct, sir 

Senator GILLeTre. Specifying the need / 

Mr. Grapison. That is correct. 

Senator GitLeTTe. And that you would make the decision ? 

Mr. Grapison. Right. 

Senator Gittetre. Then have you followed through in your official 
capacity to know what sums were given to them in response to thei: 
requests and whether they were reported ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. As to the first part of your question, if we all agreed 
that that was right, after cutting them all down, incidentally, I felt 
certain that the treasurer sent them in. As for the report, I have test; 
fied here that I wrote letters instructing them as to the law and telling 
them to file their reports. 

Senator Gitterre. And as I asked Mr. Tate, you hope they did? 

Mr. Gravison. I am pretty certain that they did, because I read 
about them in the newspapers. They certainly filed them. It was all 
itemized in the newspapers. 

One of the great difficulties in the State of Ohio, and a suggestion 
for a change in the law, maybe, is that a report has to be filed 10 days 
after an election, and your counsel will tell you that some of these 
reports were that high, and just the physical job of typing a report 
like that in 10 days is almost cementite, 

[ was very proud of my staff that they were able to do it. And I 
am volng to tell you this. Even your counse | complimented the peop le 
in our office who made up these reports, and they were very pleased 
at his compliment. 

Senator Gitterre. I am very glad you received those compliments. 
But what I am trying to bring into the record for our purposes here, 
for the goals that we are seeking, is not criticism of your organization 
and its polices 1es. 

Mr. Graptson. I understand, 

Senator Gittetre. It is to develop the facts as to what actually 
occurred. 

You heard me ask Mr. Tate this morning if he knew how much 
money had passed through his hands as treasurer of your organization. 
He said he did not. I asked if there was any place where he had the 
figures to show the contributions that had been made, not only what 
you had spent as an organization, but what had been channeled into 
the other organizations. He said that he had not or did not know 
of any, that he thought it might be $300,000, somewhere around there, 
but he did not know. 

Now, do you know of any figures that existed for your organization 
to show the amount of money that was contributed to your treasurer 
for the purposes of Senator Taft’s campaign, and, if so, where are 
they ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. I, of course, do not know what was contributed to 
the treasurer for the campaign, because the contributions did not 
come to me. The stray ones that came in to my address were stra) 
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ones, Or a few personal friends of mine who would send them to my 
office and | would send them over to the treasurer’s office. 

To that extent, I cannot answer your question. I think, though, that 
your former question discussed what was spent. I think that the 
staff has done a good job in listing the expenditures on this sheet, which 
Ll think the committee probably has, and they are all listed here, so 
that insofar as expenditures are concerned, you have, I believe, a com- 
plete report. 

Senator Gitterre. I feel quite sure that our staff did a very credit 
able job, and Lam willing to agree with you that your staff did a very 
( red Ite ab le job. 

Mr. Grapison. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. But Lam trying to find the information that they 
were unable to get, where the money came from, where it was listed, 

why it was not reported as a contribution for a campaign, and after it 
was channeled to nihesmee teins Why it was not reported as a dis- 
bursement to that suborganization, as the law required. 

Mr. Grapison. [wish I could help you, Senator, on that, and I « 

unly would. I think that the staff would tell you that I have tried 
0 be helpful m Cincinnati. 

I cannot help you on the money that came in, but I shall do every- 

hing in the world to help you on what | know about where it went. 

Senator Giuverre. Thank 4 you. You have been very cooperative. 

Senator Monroney / 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Gradison, in reply to Senator Hennings’ 
statement regarding the charges of Communist partic ipation, or in- 
filtration, I believe you admitted volng back to DEW and other locals, 
and even national CIO branches that were thrown out because of their 
Communist domination. You stressed that as one of the reasons or 
bases for the charge of Communist opposition, ot inspiration for the 
opposition, to Senator Taft. 

I note in your supplemental statement on page 2, which you have 
before our committee, you say : 

\ desperate attempt has been made to disassociate the notorious convicted 
Communist Gus Hall from the campaign. Yet it is impossible to deny his publi 

fatement Which appears as exhibit 12 of Senator Taft’s testimony, and a reprint 
of Hall’s article in Political Affairs, exhibit 14, from the Daily Worker dated 
lunuary 1950, entitled “The Target Is Taft—The Year Is 1950." Senator Taft 
eferred to this as a blueprint for the campaign It should be noted with interest 

ut while these statements of Mr. Hall were made early in 1950, there is no 
suvowal of it until this late date 

Senator Taft made that same statement. 

Do you have any evidence other than these two printed stories, the 
ume story, Ine ident: illy, printed twice, outlinine- -and I have read it 
three times to try to see if there is any blue ‘prin it that was designed by 

» Communists and adopted by the Opposition to Senator Taft. and 
vet + todas [ find it repeated. Just what was the blueprint that the 
Communists furnished for the opposition to Senator Taft? 

Mr. Graptson, Of course, what I meant by the word “blueprint” 

Senator Monroney. That is what we want to know. 

Mr. Grapison (continuing). Senator, was that really in the title 
‘The Target Is Taft—The Year Is 1950.” that was the work of this 
organization, to get rid of Taft. The last words of my statement were 

hat this article and this portion of the op position was never r repudi- 
el except at this time, all through the ¢: wnpalgn. 
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Senator Monroney. That would be rather difficult. If a horse 
thief would write an article in some magazine supporting Senator 
Taft, maybe he did not see it and maybe he would not get around to 
disavowing it. And I certainly think you are testing the credibility 
of this committee a long ways to believe that an article appearing 
in the Daily Worker, or Political Affairs, written by an avowed Com- 
munist, was a blueprint for the United Mine Workers, and Lord 
knows, I do not think anybody considers John L. Lewis a Communist, 
or the A. F. of L., and I do not think that anybody considers William 
Green a Communist, and although you have referred to the CIO as 
perhaps infiltrated in some few unions as communistic, I cannot see 
how any reasonable man would say that the blueprint for the cam- 
paign was drafted by the Communist, Gus Hall. 

Mr. Giraptson. May I answer, sir? 

Senator Monronry. Yes. 

Mr. Grapison. Every newspaper in Ohio ran this. It was put out 
inarelease. It was in all the press of the State of Ohio. So it is not 
just here. It was in all the papers of Ohio. I believe—well, it is 
even inthe Cleveland Plain Dealer. ‘That is, all except 13. 

Senator Monronry. That is an editorial. 

Mr. Graptson. It looks like I copied some words. 

Senator Monroney. That is an editorial by the Cleveland Plain 
Dealer. 

Mr. Graptson. They called it Gus Hall’s blueprint. 

Senator Monronry. Of course, they do. In politics we are prac 
tical men, and 1 know youare. If you can find something that maybe 
presents an unwanted bedfellow in the campaign, you can exploit 
it, which apparently was done to the limit. and is still being done 
before this committee, charging that this article had appeared, and 
for which no other evidence or support has been offered, and is claimed 
to be a blueprint of the campaign against Senator Taft. 

Mr. Graptson. Senator, you said that just because you were called 
a horse thief, without repudiating it 

Se ‘nator Monroney. I mean, just because some horse thief writes ar 
article about you, you might not get around to seeing it. 

Mr. Grapison. To call your attention to it, Senator, the moment I 
found support from a place that I did not want it, I did repudiate 
it. The Stoneburner— 

Senator Monroney. That isa long way different from blueprinting 
a campaign such as has been charged here in your statement again 
today and by Senator Taft’s statement. 

Mr. Graptson. Maybe the choice of the word “Blueprint” was un- 
fortunate, and maybe we ore quit reading this Cleveland Plain 
Dealer, which started it, I suppose. But there was not any doubt 
that anybody who would hs ive been in Ohio would have noticed the 
terrific oppositisn by those a which the CIO threw out. I can 
tell you that at the gates of those factories, there was a different 
circular handed to them daily. 

Senator Monroney. Is sp anything communistic about that ? 

Mr. Grapison. No,no. I did not say that, sir. I said “opposition 
by these people.” I thought you meant that they did not oppose us 
when you said that they did not blueprint it. 

Senator Monroney. No. But what I am saying is that I have read 
this article three times, and it seems to me that any 15-year-old child 
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would have figured out that an organization composed of the union 
organizations and the workers there would have been the logical 
combination to try and organize against Senator Taft and to attrib 
ute that to having been blueprinted by a known convicted Commun 
ist, I do not think is handling the facts as straight as they are. 

Mr. Grapison. Senator, I cannot speak for Senator Taft, but may 
[ say that probably I chose the wrong word by using “blueprint.” I 
just should have sald “opposition.” 

Senator Monroney. You mean the opposition to Senator T: 
the campaig) 4 

Mr. Grapison, Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. J 

ld tend to disavow 


rranhs pre: Is: 
Papo reac . 


was embod ed under the nation: 
liam Green, Mr. Murray, Mr. I 
wa { here ] a | ull | 
louble dealing. 
f I hadn’t dictated 

| would have sald, “opposition.” 
itor Monroney. Well, Senator T 


; . 
fement on the same matter, and that 


=() 
aster and 


* Grapison. | 


meago. Senatol Taft wrote: 


Hall wrote the blueprint for the entire campaign ag 

razine called Political Affairs 

That use of language or guilt by association 
are, L think, very unfair and one of the thin; 

vs of eliminating or discouraging, because rtainly g 
notation at least of Communist domination where I believe you test 
hed very little existed excepting on the part ol maybe some of thi 
unions— 

Mr. Grapison. I also testified that I was accused of it, too. 

Senator Monroney. Yes sir, I have been too, for the same reason, 
public housing, and it is those kinds of things we are trying to find a 
way of getting away from. 

Mr. Grapison. May I ask you a question / 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Grapison. Did you read Mr. Harriman’s speech in Texas about 
Bob Taft? 

Senator Monroney. No, sir. 

Mr. Grapison. He called him a Communist. 

Senator Monronery. No, he was saying as I recall or remember 
Senator Taft’s statement, he said that the results of Senator Taft’s 
ra would give pleasure, happiness and benefit to the Communists, 

believe, which is bad. I don’t like that. 

Mr. Graptson. The headlines at home were “Taft is Communist, 
says Harriman.” 
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Senator Monroney. I don’t like it. I think there is so much differ: 
ence between good Americans of any political faith, it ill behooves any 
of us to use a tar brush if we don’t have a few Marquis of Queensbury 
rules against it. 

Mr. Graptson. I would like to spend the rest of my life to stop it. 
I think it must be done. 

Senator Monroney. It is awfully perilous 1 in a political campaign 
to think “Well, we can edge over to this Communist charge by innu- 
endo and by inference and perhaps historic association and in some 
Way get the other side in bed with the Communist Party or someone 
like that.” 

Going to this matter of the primary campaign, I believe Mr. ae 
primary expenditures or primary contributions up to April 30 list 
3148,982.86, of which $16, 11. OS were spent, leaving a balance on ‘h und 
of $127,871.78. It seems that before the primary vour Taft organiza- 
tion was able to raise $148,982. 

Mr. Gravison. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. But then all the time from April 30 until No 
vember 7 they were only able to raise, or so they reported, $35,320.70, 
which is a considerable difference in the way politic al money usually 
comes in in the heat of a campaign. I wonder if you could explain 
that. 

Mr. Grapison. I think I can, Senator. The collection of that 148,000 
came in, of course, during the primary campaign, and | suppose some 
before. 

The balance came in after May 5 that went into this committee, but 
the money that went into other committees came in probably after. 
IT am sure it must have all come in after May 5, that is during the cam- 
paigns, or May 2, whatever the date was. 

Senator Monroney. In other words, there was other money com- 
Ing in? 

Mr. Grapison. Oh, yes. 

Senator Monroney. That was not reported as coming into Mr. 
Tate's organization but was reported by the Physicians’—— 

Mr. Graptson. Northern Ohio and so on. It is all in there. 

Senator Monroney. And those were treated then as individual con- 
tributions having been received by the Northern Ohio and the South- 
ern Ohio, Physicians’ or other groups? 

Mr. Grapison. Correct, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And it was just a method of handling it that 
this group had as much money as it cared to spend, and the others 
needed the money in certain places? 

Mr. Grapison. We had a frugal chairman. 

Senator Monronery. Tell me about this $1,297,000 that was raised 
by the Republican Finance Committee. Do you know anything about 
the way that money was spent ? 

Mr. Grapison. Senator, I testified this morning that I couldn't talk 
for that. Iam not a member of it at all. If I said anything on it, it 
would be from what I heard since I have been sitting in the room this 
week. 

Se anne Monronry. We wouldn’t want that. 

Mr. Grapison. I know nothing else. 

lr Monroney. What we are after, I believe your statement 
said you had full charge of all the Taft expenditures. 
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Mr. Grapison. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. And I thought perhaps that maybe you had 
charge of some of the funds that may have been spent by the Repub 
lican Finance Committee. 

Mr. Grapison. The finance committee does not, as I said this morn 
ing—I had heard this—they don’t spend any money. They collect 
the money and put it into the other committees, one of which is the 
Republican Central and Executive Committee, which is a spending 
committee. 

Now if your question is, Did I have anything to do with some of 
the money that spent spent, I should like to answer the question. 

Senator Monronry. Well, then as I reeall the Republican State 
Central and Executive Committee reported contributions of $437,535, 
of which $370,500 was received from the Ohio Republican Finance 
Committee. 

Mr. Graptson. I don’t know anything about the finance committee. 
Did you want to put a question to me? 

Mr. Moore. I be lieve there is a question pending. 

Will the reporter read it. 

(The reporter read back the last question. ) 

Senator Monroney. Do you recall what expenses were picked up 
by the Ohio State central and executive committee direct for Taft 
for Senator Taft’s broadcasts ? 

Mr. Graptson. Yes, sir. To the best of my knowledge the total 
expenditures for broadcasts and television programs for the entire 
State ticket, that is everybody, was approximately $75,000. 

It would be very difficult for any of us to say what portion of $75,000 
s| ould be charged to Senator Taft. Bach one of us will have to just 
make up our mind as to that, remembering there was a full slate of 
candidates from governor on down. 

Senator Monroney. Do you know how many times Senator Taft was 
on the air or in this 875.000 financing? You undoubtedly had some 
that you paid for out of your own ore: nizations. 


Mr. Grapison. I can’t answer how many times, but I am sure we 
can get you that information. T don’t have it. 

Senator Monroney. This presents again one of the things in legisla 
tion that puzzles the committee. It is really the S64 question of how 


to allocate the money that is spent by a State Republican or State 
Democratic committee to a Senator in order to determine th 
and amounts that were actually spent in a senatorial campaign. 

It is futile to say there is a $25,000 limitation on a senatorial can 
paign or 100,000 or a half million if the Senate committee is allowed 

spend whatever it wishes in behalf of the senatorial candidates 
and have it so confused in its accounting that there is no w ay to allocate 
that charge. 

Mr. Graptson. That is absolutely right, but it is very difficult. Of 
course there is a very good reason why vou have a central body to 
do that. ay 

You know there is a lower rate. If vou take a certain number of 
programs, you get a little lower rate than if you just take one here 
and one there, and natur: ally we don’t want to throw any mone Vv away. 

Senator Monroney. If we could find out from vou and you offered 
to do so—the amount of broadcasting and television that was charged 


limits 
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or paid for for Senator Taft by the Republican State central and 
executive committee it would be helpful to this committee. 

I note that the only breakdown that was given at all for Senator 
Taft of the distribution of disbursements was the billboards for Sen- 
ator Taft, which ran $35,940, and for Mr. Ebright, the candidate for 
governor, he got only $15,700, and others got $3, 694. 

Would you say that that percentage of ‘distribution of the funds as 
to billboards would have carried over in the distribution of the funds 
spent generally for the ticket? 

Mr. Graptson. Senator, I must amend either the counsel’s report, 
or your statement, that the amount of money you quoted for Senator 
Taft includes the amount spent for all the Congressmen, the 23 of 
them, because on every billboard their names appeared. 

Senator Gii.erre. Senator, may I interrupt to ask a question at this 
time on this same subject matter? Of course, there have been a number 
of questions asked witnesses here as to what probable percentage of 
expenditure for a State organization would inure to the benefit of a 
particular candidate, and of course, there is no way of knowing ex- 
cepting by conjecture, and then it is so conjectural as to have Tittle 

value. But I want to call attention to the statement that was made, 
I think, by Mr. Tate—well, it appeared in the way of a letter soliciting 
funds, and a statement on the letter to the effect that if they wanted 
to contribute where it would do Taft the most good, that they con- 
tribute to the State central committee. 

Now, did you, as president of your organization, direct that that 
be done? 

Mr. Grapison. No; I had nothing to do with it, and when you or 
somebody read the letter, that was the first time I had ever heard of 
t; I had not known about it. 

Senator Gitterre. It would not be your opinion then that, if the 
contributor wanted to do Senator Taft the most good in his campaign, 
it would not be your judgment that the place for their contributions 
would be the State central committee ? 

Mr. Grapison. If anybody had asked my opinion of the place to 
put money that would do the most good for Senator Taft, I certainly 
would have said “Put it with the Taft committee.” You can rest 
assured of that. 

Senator Gitterre. All right, Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monroney. What proportion of the funds that were dis- 
bursed to the Republican county committees of $542,787.56 would you 
think would be properly allocated to Senator Taft. 

Mr. Grapison. That, I say again, is a very difficult question. | 
know this: That, as a rule, county committees are more interested 
in who is the Governor of a State than who is the Senator of a State, 
and I say that with due deference to my friends in front of me, and 
also they are more interested in who is the sheriff and the clerk of 
court, and I need not tell the committee why. 

Senator Monroney. But usually in the allocation of political funds 
they are left pretty much on their own, and the funds that come down 
from State headquarters are rather meager, unless Ohio is different 
from any other State. 

Mr. Grapison. Maybe I will give you an idea of how to finance in 
your State. The reason for this type of collection is that each county 
agrees not to go out and collect any money themselves, so that they 
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have full autonomy on the expenditure of their money because there 
is just one ¢ —— aign in the State, instead of having so many county- 
level, State-level, and other levels. We just have one, and the agree- 
ment is that it is divided up, and also to the national committee 
down here. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Harry W. August, the executive director, 
told our investigators that a majority of the benefit realized from 
expenditures to the Ohio Republican Finance Committee could be 
assigned to the Taft campaign. Do you agree with that? I mean, 
perhaps, this is not sworn testimony, but it is just a statement th: it 

was made to our investigators. 

Mr. Grapison. Well, of course, any answer to that, and even Mr. 
August’s statement, is a matter of opinion. If I was going to decide 
that, my answer, by accounting methods, would be that I would have 
to stick to the figures which you gave us a minute ago, and those are 
the figures, so that the portion of the $35,000, the portion of the $75,000 
is really all than an accountant, in my opinion, could attribute to the 
Taft campaign. 

Now, naturally, Taft was the headliner in the campaign; there is 
no dispute about that. Sure he was. 

Well, you always put your best foot forward when you are trying 
to sell an article or accomplish something, and it was much easier to 
sell the Republican ticket with Taft at the head than it would have 
been with Gradison at the head, or anybody else. 

Senator Monroney. Wouldn't it be logical that Mr. August’s state- 
ment was correct; that the majority of the funds inured to the bene- 
fit of Senator Taft if you are not going to advertise State-wide your 
candidate for treasurer or your candidate for some other minor office, 
when your headliner is Senator Taft? 

Mr. Grapison. Well, I would debate with Mr. August for many 
months before 1 would agree to that statement. I will say on the 
record under oath that I know that, while it may have been most 
helpful to Senator Taft, I know of no way by using accounting meth- 
ods that you could say that that million-odd dollars was spent for 
the Senator, because it wasn’t. It was not, and you can go into any 
county and find what I say is absolutely true. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Robert H. Hoffman, chairman of the Eb- 
right-for-Governor Committee, declared that Mr. Ebright received 
less money than the Republican candidate for Governor normally 
would receive. Apparently their group felt that the majority of the 
funds were going elsewhere in the campaign. 

Mr. Grapison. Well, I don’t know. I did not have anything to do 
with the Ebright campaign, but it is all in the records of the com- 
mittee. 

Senator Monronry. We have got it, but the way it is accounted for 
just makes it an absolute impossibility to break down that $1,203,000, 
excepting for the moneys that are specifically set out there in our 
breakdown of $31,000 to State candidates, exclusive of Ebright, $101,- 
S00 for the congressional candidates, and another $64,000 to Ebright. 

Those seem to be definitely set out that we can trace; but in the 
accounting we cannot find the amounts that are attributable to Sen- 
ator — campaign. 

Mr. Grapison. Senator, on that slip you stopped at two, three, and 
four certainly—I mean three is certainly not for Taft. 
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Senator Monroney. Well, congressional campaign, and that would 
be limited only to the House Members ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. Yes, sir; because the next item is “Senatorial.” 

Senator Monroney. The big funds were the funds that were appar- 
ently spent at the county leve I, and also the fund of $370,000 from the 
Re public an finance committee that was spent by the State central and 
executive committees. 

Mr. Graptson. That is right. 

Senator Monronery. The thing that is a little hard for me to realize 
in accounting is that, out of all that money—$1,203,000—the estimate 
of Senator Taft of $100,000 to $200,000 inuring to his benetit would 
be a figure that would be in line with the facts. It is an estimate, | 
know. 

Mr. Grapison. Senator, I said this morning in my statement that 
part of our expenses went for other candidates, and had you been in 
Ohio you would appreciate what I am saying. We were constantly 
asked to help everybody th at was on the ticket and running. I am not 
talking about vovernor 5 : | am talking about all the candidates way 
down the line. There were over 550 candidates in Ohio, and a lot of 
our expenses you should attribute to electing other people besides 
Taft ; and I think in the wash-out our re ports will give you a very good 
pie ture and a fair pic ture and the correct picture of wnat was spent; 
and, in our minds, I think the Senator was liberal when he said 
“$100,000 or S200.000.° 

As campaign manager, I didn’t think that during the campaign. 
I thought it was all the other way. 

Senator Monroney. It is just a little bit hard from a practical 
standpoint for me to figure that for one candidate 15 percent of 
$1,203,000 would be used for the spotlight campaign, which is admitted 
to be the spotlight campaign by your Republican central committee. 

Mr. Graptson. Looking back at it a year later, it is; but, if you 
would have been in my office at the time, maybe you would have 
felt just like I did at the time: that everybody w: as asking us to do 
everything. It really was tough answering all the tele ‘phones. 

Senator Monroney. But the victor y in Ohio was a victory of Sena 
tor Taft; I mean, the rest of the country and Ohio itself felt like his 
victory was the paramount thing at issue, and I jus st cannot conceive 
of them taking a chance of failing to win that victory by spending 
only 10 or 15 percent in his behalf out of your State Republican 
money. 

Mr. Graptson. I feel just as I said, Senator. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, may I just ask there, how many 
Republican Congressmen did you elect out there at the last election / 
Wasn't there a gain of something like five ? 

Mr. Grapison. Oh, yes. We had a big gain. Can someone in the 
room help me? How many Republican Congressmen / 

Senator Smirnu. A gain of five. 

Mr. Grapison. I will get that ina minute. Mr. Bliss will know. 

We elected 15 out of 23, which was a gain. We gained four seats, 
Senator. 

Senator Smrirx. I just wanted that clear for the record, because | 
have some pretty good friends among the House Members, and I am 
sure they feel they did some work out there, too. 

Mr. Grapison. You bet they did. 
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Senator Monroney. Well, the direct charge of $101,800 is made for 
the congressional candidates, and another 328,000, as you point out, 
for the national congressional campaign committee. 

Mr. Grapison., You will recall, Senators, that we also had a Con 
gressman at large running, one, and it covered the whole State, and 
that was a very big campaign. 

Senator Monronery. Yes. 

Mr. Grapison. And a good bit of the money was spent on that. 

Senator Monroney. Do you recall any sums of money, say, fron 
$1,000 to $5,000, that came into the Taft campaign from ‘Texas? 

Mr. Grapison. Oh. no. As I said this morning, I had nothing to 
do with the collection of funds. 

Senator Monroney. I see. It would be reported if any did conx 
in, nN your reports, or in the northern or southern Ohio committees 

Mr. Grapison. It would be in the treasurer's reports; yes, sir. But 
I had nothing to do with the collection of money. I spent it. 


Senator Monroney. You told us about the $75,000 breakdown fon 
broadeastine—and it had not been broken down as to only those of 
Senator ‘Taft—that was paid for by the Republican committee. Was 
there any of your literature that was printed and paid for by the 
Republican State committee / 

Mr. Graptson. No: we paid for our own literature. 

Senator Monroney. There probably was joint literature for the 
whole ticket that was put out State-wide and paid for by your Stat 
committee: was it not / 

Mr. Grapison. ‘There mav have been. 

Senator Monroney. Here is one. 

\ir. GRADISON. There ia have been the whole t cket. 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Grapison. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Which features Senator Taft along with others, 

Mr. Grapison. Well, so far as thev had all the candidates on, ves: 
but we paid for all of our exclusive Taft literature. , 

Senator Monronry. Do vou know of any other State-wide litera 
ture boosting the whole ticket that was put out by your State central 
committee 4 

Mr. Grapison. I don’t, sir. I hope they put out a lot of it: I den’ 
chow, 

Senator Monronery. That is all Ll have, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterre. Any more questions / 

Senator Smiru. No. 

Senator Gitterre. Any more, counsel / 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, just one or two. The document which 
Senator Monroney made reference to, [ would like to have marked 
as an exhibit. It is a piece of campaign literature featuring Don H. 
Ebright for Governor, and Robert A. Taft for Senator, and contain 
ing the photographs also of nine other candidates for public office, 
which we would like to have marked “Exhibit No. 164.” 

Senator Gitterre. It has been identified: it will be marked as an 
exhibit and will be received 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 164” 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. I have a question or two, Mr. Gradison, concerning 
your position as chairman of the Taft Committee in Northern Ohio. 


21644—52-——-24 
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as well as the Taft Committee. You said as to those reports that you 
are positive of those reports; you were positive of their accuracy and 
the amounts shown to have been received as constituting all the money 
received. Is that a fair summary of your testimony ? 

Mr. Grapison. Provided you make a correction. I said “South- 
ern,” and you said “Northern.” 

Mr. Moore. Southern. With that correction, it is a fair statement 
of what you said ¢ 

Mr. Graptson. It isa fair statement, absolutely. 

Mr. Moore. Can you be positive of that because all of those three 
committees were located in your home city, is that correct? 

Mr. Grapison, Correct. 

Mr. Moore. But you cannot testify concerning the accuracy of any 
reports filed by committees—any of these other 44 committees, which 
we enumerated, outside of the city of Cincinnati ? 

Mr. Graptson. I can’t testify as to their accuracy to the last dime, 
but from my general knowledge of the operations I feel certain that 
they were approximately correct. They can’t be far wrong. 

Mr. Moore. Can you testify to the accuracy of the Advertising for 
Taft Committee ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. The same statement holds true for that committee. 

Mr. Moore. That committee was located in Akron, Ohio? 

Mr. Grapison. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Isn’t it a fact that had these committees been located in 
Cincinnati, where you, as chairman of the Taft for Senate Committee, 
were located, that your opportunity for supervision would have been 
enhanced, and that you would have had better opportunity te super- 
vise the filing of these reports ? 

Mr. Grapison. Yes, I think so; but I may have been in Spring 
Grove today. 

Mr. Moore. I beg pardon? 

Mr. Grapison. | think so, but I might have been in Spring Grove 
cemetery today instead of here. I mean, I don’t think any one man 
could have handled a job like that unless he was a better man than 
Iwas. It was too big a campaign to put together. 

Mr. Moore. Was there ever a situation where you wanted to expend 
money for a particular phase of the campaign but were not in a 
position to do so, Mr. Gradison ? 

Mr. Grapison. No. As I intimated today, I was on the reverse sid 
[ wanted—I wasn’t—I think I called myself frugal, so I was not 
interested in spending money that I could not spend, never. I was 
interested in saving. 

Mr. Moorr. You spent the money but, as you testified earlier, you 
would only spend what was given to your committee, is that not so / 

Mr. Grapison. Definite ly,and I g rave the reason why. 

Mr. Moore. Now, one question concerning the Stoneburner letter. 
Do you recall the date of that communication ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. I remember that I gave you all of that in Cincinnati: 
I gave you everything I had. 

Mr. Moore. If the date of that communication was October 3, can 
you state when you made a protest concerning the publication of "that 
letter ? 

Mr. Graptson. The very morning that it got to my desk, whatever 
morning it was. 
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Mr. Moore. But you do not recall the date? 

Mr. Grapison. Oh, no; it certainly wasn’t more than a couple of 
mornings after that though. 

Mr. Moore. One final question: Did you prepare Senator Taft’s 
itiner . y during the course of his campaign 

Mr. Grapison. No. 

Mr. ae. Do you know who might have a copy of it? 

Mr.Graptson. No. Idid not have: anything to do with it. 

Mr. Moore. You do not know whether a copy would still be in 
existence ¢ 

Mr. Grapison. Did you ask the Senator? I don’t know of anybody 
but the Senator 

Mr. Moorr. Would you undertake to find out for us whether or 
not there is a copy available? 

Mr. Grapison. Mr. Moore, you will see the Senator before I will. 
He will be in Washington before I see him. I will ask him if I see 
him, but you do not want me to stay over in Washington and ask 
him, do you? 

Mr. Moore. Well, the record will indicate that we made a request 
for it, and I am sure we will be able to get a copy of it. That is all. 

Senator Monronry. May I ask, you mentioned the expense of the 
Taft committees for the maintenance of county headquarters. Did 
they operate jointly with the county headquarters set up by the Repub- 
lican State committee or were there two headquarters in each county ? 

Mr. Grapison. Some operated jointly, many, many did not. They 
were separate; in my county there were two separate, one known as 
the Independents for Taft, and one known as the Hamilton County 
Committee for Taft, two different buildings, two different offices, and 
the Republican county ticket, they were at the usual he adquarters 
where they have a permanent building. In the larger counties they 
were entirely separate; in some of ‘the very small counties they 
operated together. 

Senator Monroney. But in those counties you financed a part of 
the he: <1 irters and the State committee financed the other ? 

Mr. Graptson. That is right; if you will look over the southern 
Ohio report and the northern Ohio report they are all listed. 

Senator Monroney. Were any funds, to your know vle dge, channeled 


outside of the State of Ohio to help other Re publican candidates in 
other States? 





Mr. Grapison. I never gave a cent to anybody outside of Ohio; no. 
Senator Monroney. Incidentally, I want to complime nt you on the 
speed with which you ende: avored to repudiate the letter in jecting 
the religious issue in there. 

[ think if more campaigns were run that way, many of the elements 
which the committee is concerned with could profit. I mean, if some- 
body alerted the top to spike and disavow at the earliest possible 
date the circulation of things which they do not approve of in the 
campaign 

Mr. Graptson. It makes me very happy for fo to say that, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, thank you very muc wy Mr. Gradison, and 
as far as the committee is concerned, we apprec late your coope ration; 
and you may go. 

Mr. Grapison. Thank you so much. 
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Senator Gintterre. The Reverend F. R. Stoneburner. 

Mr. Stoneburner, do you solemnly swear that the evidence you 
shall give in the matter now in hearing before this subcommittee shall 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, go help 
you God ? 

Reverend STONEBURNER. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF REV. F. R. STONEBURNER 


» 


Senator GILLeTrr. Sit down, Mr. Stoneburner. You are Rey. F. R. 
Stoneburner; is that your name ‘ 

Reverend SroNeBuRNER. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre. And you live where, Mr. Stoneburner / 

Reverend SronespurNER. Dayton, Ohio. 

Senator Gitterre. By this title IL judge you are a minister of the 
gospel ? 

Reverend SToONEBURNER. I am. 

Senator Gutterre. And you are presently engaged in that capacity 4 

Reverend SToNEBURNER. I am. 

Senator Giuuterre. I will turn you over, Mr. Stoneburner, to the 
counsel. What is your denomination / 

Reverend SrTonepurNerR. Iam aclergyman of the American Luther- 
an Church. 

Senator Gitterre. A clergyman of the American Lutheran Church ¢ 

Reverend SronepurNer. Right. 

Senator Gitterre. All right, Reverend Stoneburner, I will turn you 
over to our counsel, Mr. Moore. 

Reverend Sronepurner. Mr. Chairman, I have a prepared state 
ment, if 1 may be allowed to read it ¢ 

Senator Gittetre. Is it lengthy / 

Reverend StToNEBURNER. It might take a few minutes to read, but 
under the circumstances I think it is apropos. 

Senator Monroney. Il ask unanimous consent that he read the state- 
ment. 

Senator Gitterre. All right, proceed, Reverend Stoneburner. 

Reverend SronesurNer. Mr. Chairman, first I would like to submit 
a copy of a reprint from the Catholic Universe, Cleveland, Ohio, dated 
July 21, 1950, headed “Senator Taft is wrong,” taking issue with him 
for his stand on the Barden bill. 

Senator Giuterre. Will you read that statement that you want in 
the record ? 

Reverend STONEBURNER. I am not anxious to read the whole state 
ment unless it is desired. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, before we incorporate it in the record we 
would like to know what it is, Reverend Stoneburner. 

Reverend SronesurNeR. This appeared as a reprint which evidently 
was used subsequently : 

In the six dioceses in the State of Ohio there are approximately 525 parochial 
schools, with an enrollment of close to 175,000 pupils. There are thousands of 
other children in Catholic high schools. All of these students are receiving an 
education equivalent to that given in our public-school system. 

The law sees to that. 


In addition they are instructed in their duties toward Almighty 
God. Unfortunately our civil laws is not concerned about that very 
important item in the training of Christian citizens. 
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Catholics support the public schools with their taxes. They assume 
the extra burden of supporting their parochial schools as a duty of 
conscience. ‘They thereby save the State several millions of dollars 
annually. They make this sacrifice because their religion dictates that 
they rear their children in Christian as well as civil prine iples. 

All schools are hard- pressed financially at the present time. Mea 
tres have been introduced in our National C ongress for Federal assist 
ance in the auxiliary aids to schools, such as transportation to and 
from the buildings for those who need it and noon lunches for the 

eedy. Since these can be given to all schools without violation of the 
Constitution of the United States fair-minded legislators have wished 
to include private schools that maintain a standard up to the public 

‘hool system. 

Senator Robert A. Taft, our senior Senator, has opposed this meas 

re. Ina statement wantonly insulting to millions of Catholics in 
Ohio he has called our p aroc hi: ul sc hools a “needless duplication of our 
publie school system.” To date he has hot retracted this offensive 
emark. 

If he wishes to continue to represent all the citizens of Ohio we think 

e should do So without delay. As is well known C atholes mal int: ul 1 
their parochial schools for conscientious reasons. To suggest that 
serving one’s conscience is something needless comes perilously close 
to denying religious freedom in this country. 

Senator Taft’s outlook is wrong He should correct it for the good name of 
Ohio 

Senator Gituerre. Mr. Stoneburner, the excerpt that you just read, 
or the leaflet that you just read, you say appeared in some Catholic 
publication, 

Reverend STON EBURNER. In the Catholic Universe. ( leveland, ( Yhio, 
July 21, 1950. 

Senator Ginterrse. Thank you. Proceed, Mr. Stoneburner. 

Reverend STONEBURNER. My name is Forest R. Stoneburner. I am 
iclergvman of the American Lutheran Church. 1] am superin tendent 

of the Lutheran Inner Mission League, Dayton, — It isa Chris 

in social service organization supported by and serving for Lutheran 
iurches in southwestern Ohio, northern Kentucky, a southeastern 
Indiana. 

Am 1 reading too fast, Senator / 

Senator GruLerre. All right. Proceed. They Say it Is not too fast 

Reverend SrONEBURNER. I appear at your request because a private 
etter I wrote to about 35 Lutheran pastors became a political missile 
n the Taft campaign. 

Herewith I submit the background motivations for the content of 
he letter which I cansider exceedingly important in this hearing, 
id the history of the letter. But may I first make a few preliminary 
tatements ¢ 


,} 


The writing of this letter was mv own voluntary act, aS a citizen 
of the State of Ohio. Politics were always important in my father’s 
home and mine. Citizenship, Il was taught, carries responsibility. | 
un solely responsible for the original letter. 

I am free, according to the rules of our church, to exercise what I 
deem my duties and prerogatives as a citizen, and to accept personally 
ny blame or praise for my acts, 
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I hold no prejudice in matters of race or creed. I agree with Vol- 
taire, who said, in effect, “I disagree with what you say, but will defend 
with my life your right to say it. 

I will de fend any man’s right to worship God after the dictates of 
his own conscience. 

Neither Senator Robert A. Taft nor any representative of the Re- 
publican Party at any time prior to or during the campaign contacted 
me in any manner concerning the letter or any subject whatsoever. 

My total expenses for the letter were $2.10, paid out of my own 
poc ‘ket. 

Motivation: religious principles, not political candidates or party 
loyalty, motivated that letter. I submit to you the thesis that in the 
exercise of good citizenship there are issues higher than the battlings 
of a hotly contested ¢: amnpaign : American principles, which, when 
threatened, move men deeply. 

Over and over again the Lutheran churches of our land have passed 
In assembly strong, ar tivocable, uncompromising, abiding opposi- 
tion to (1) the appointment of a personal representative or an ambas- 
sador to the Vatican; (2) Federal aid to parochial schools in any form 
whatsoever. 

President Franklin D. Roosevelt’s appointment of a personal rep- 
resentative to the Vatican was reluct: ntly accepted during the stress 
of the war with deep concern and apprehension. We did not agree 
with the expediency that the Vatican was a listening post. 

President Harry S. Truman’s appointment of Mark Clark has 
proved our past fears are not unwarranted. We wonder about the 
pressures behind these acts and what the next and the next steps will 
be. I aver this act, if implemented, will place a cleaver through the 
heart of America, setting friend against friend, and neighbor against 
neighbor. God forbid that it should give resurrection to another Ku 
Klux Klan, which we thought we had safely buried. Certainly Amer 
ica does not want divisions of this kind when unity is so greatly needed. 

I beg you, do not underrate the seriousness with which American 
Protestantism is taking this proposal to appoint an ambassador to 
the Vatican, nor the continued increased opposition which will prevail 
as long as this deviation from time-proved and time-honored tradition 
prevails as an issue. 

A free church in a free state has been an American principle. The 
First amendment reads: 

Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof. 

And the Supreme Court has held that public funds shall not be used 
for private, sectarian purposes, 

The present expediency is “the threat of communism.” History 
suggests that whatever help the V atic an can give in resisting com- 
munism is likely to be in the Vatican’s own interests. To accept as 
a condition of the Vatican’s assistance a bargain which surrenders 
American principle is is unnecessary in expediency as it is offensive in 
principle. 

Canon 1374 of the Roman Catholic Church reads as follows: 


Catholic children must not attend non-Catholic, neutral, or mixed schools. 
that is, such as are open to non-Catholics. It is for the Bishop of the place alone 
to decide, according to the instructions of the Apostolic See, in what circum- 
stances and with what precautions attendance at such schools may be tolerated, 
without danger of perversion to the pupils. 
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Spiritual penalties are imposed for disobedience of this Canon law. 
Yet there are communities in 34 States where Protestant children 
must attend Roman Catholic schools, for they are the only schools 
provided. Ohio is one of these States. 
Let those who will study the school situation in Canada and 
he effects of gradual submission to compromise on this issue. 
The pressures which finally affected the citizens of Franco Spair 
an American beneficiary are disturbing, a Franco who would 
ave re joiced to see Hitler's bombs destroy the insolence of — 
York’s skyse rapers, a Spain in which I as a Protestant clergyn 
Vol ld be de nie d the free exerc ise of mv re lig@ion. 
There are many who view these and other issues as the spearhead 
f the church-state relationship with the Vatican which we abhor, 
and will oppose in every le gitimate way. 
As this point. I note here that I will submit a copy of an editorial, 
Senator Taft is Wrone. I have already submitted it, Mr. senator. 
Senator Gitterre. Very well. 
Reverend Sronesurner. That is from the Catholic Universe. Cleve 


ind, Ohio, dated July 21,1950. Its import is opposition to Senator: 
aft’s position on the Barden bill. 
The Dayton Daily News in its friendly write-up of Mr. Ferguso 


1 1 
' 


thought it important to make the point of the fact that he is a Cath 
| Col Id the timely use of this fact be directed to gain votes for 

Mr. Ferguson ¢ If it is Important one way, is It conceivable that 11 
ight be in portant the other? 


The plain truth is that some of us apprehend danger to Ami 
jemoracy other than that which is involved In communism. Some 

us hbelheved that Mr. Robert A. Taft ~ altho oh accept 

mise in the school situation, that is, the Barden bill, which we re- 

ted, could represent il] the eitizens of { hio best 

Mr. Edward Breen cast his vote against the Bard i | I, and 


p eld ny ear her prediction of his vote on the matte 
One Congressman, according to the Dayton Daily News. when the 


Barden bill was up for ( onsideration, was asked how he Wi cong to 
vote. He answered in effect that he did not know, that e had not 


consulted with his bishop vet. 

Whom was he representing? His constituency or his church? 

My letter was erroneous concerning the religion of Governor Frank 
Lausche. Sufficient numbers of Ohioans have seen his administration 
ona high level of statesm: inship. They therefore reelected him. 

My letter does not deny a man the right to run for public office 
because he is a Catholic. Such denial is reprehensible. But let me 
read from Sapientiae Christianae, encyclical letter of Pope Leo XIII: 

In the public order itself of States, which cannot be severed from the laws 
nfluencing morals and from religious duties, it is always urgent, and indeed 

e preoccupation, to take thought how best to consult the interest of (Roman) 
catholicism. Whenever these appear by reason by the efforts of adversaries to be 
in danger, all difference of opinion among Roman Catholics should forthwith 
cease, so that right thoughts and counsels prevailing, they may hasten to the aid 
of (Roman Catholic) religion, the general and supreme good, to which all else 
should be referred. 


That is from the great encyclical letters of Leo XIII, page 197. 
So it is apparent that some Protestants see a division of loyalties 


existing by principle which threaten the American concept of democ 
racy. 


ee 2 SOS) A a EE ree EE IMRT EES 
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It is readily understandable that one should “obey God rather than 
man.” But when the church has material and political interests, and 
when the church authority is accepted as supreme and identical to the 
authority of God, the devotion due to God alone is also directed to 
the church in the affairs of state. Christ said, “Render unto Caesar 
the things that are Caesar’s and unto God the things that are God’s.” 

I assert that I have not taken religion into politics. But when a man 
by religious duty imposed upon him by his church becomes elected to 
publie office and uses that sacred trust to gain unfair advantages for 
the adherence of his faith to the detriment of other religions, he must 
expect to be met in the arena of politics where he has misused that 
trust, with those issues, and I deny him the right to call anyone bigoted 
or prejudiced who opposes him at that point. 

I shall defend with my life any man’s right to worship God as he 
knows him, his right to differ with me on any issue, but 1 deny him 
sanctuary in public office when he tries to use that office for the 
selfish advantage of his own religious group. 

Now the history of the letter. The Reverend Dr. C. C. Wessel, a 
Lutheran pastor, of Greenville, Ohio, having received va letter, asked 
the privilege to duplicate it. Permission was granted. I presume 
that it was In discriminatory hands and I am convinced that there 
was no betrayal of trust on his part. 

The next thing I knew, [ was receiving from people all over the 
State and elsewhere letters recognizing the receipt of that letter. 
Finally I received a « ‘Opy W ith the postcr ipt added : 

For the authenticity of this letter, contact the Lutheran pastor in your 
community or the Reverend F. R. Stoneburner, 201 Commercial Street, Dayton, 
Ohio. 


A second posteript : 


If you wish the members of your congregation to receive copies of this letter, 
send such list to Post Office Box 224, Greenville, Ohio. 

Honorable Senators, I make the statement those posteripts were 
not permitted, nor the public use of this letter was not permitted by me. 

The addition of these postscripts was made without my knowledge 
or consent. IT was never consulted about. the public use of this letter, 
and such use was never granted by me. Who rented the post-oflice box 4 
Who duplicated the letter? And who distributed it? Who paid the 
freight? To these questions I answer, “I do not know.” 

Mr. Joseph Ferguson, 1 understand, read my letter in a Cleveland, 
Ohio, address. Thereafter I received a phone call from a man whom I 
believe to be Mr. Breig—later a Mr. R. Craig, Salina, Ohio, wrote 
me a subterfuge letter requesting copies for Mr. Breig. 

Whoever called me spent 30 minutes on the long-distance telephone 
trying to force me to sav that the letter was a part of the offici: ll Taft 
campaign. He tried to put his words in my mouth. 

My classmate, Col. (Chaplain) Oliver Grotesend, now a pastor 
at Cleveland, Ohio, received a phone call from someone in Cleveland. 
He believes the conversation was illegally recorded. He defended 
my right to write the letter, and defended my statements concerning 
its history. Pastor Grotesend tells me that someone short quoted him 
in a subsequent ad for Mr. Ferguson. That appeared in the paper for 
Mr. Ferguson. ‘The pastor h: id given no permission for any quotation, 
and resented a misquot: ition. 
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Later a new version of my letter appeared with the heading: 
“Printed below is a copy of the vicious, un-American propaganda 
put out by the supporters of Robert A. Taft.” 

Below was a footnote: “Be a good American—vote for Joseph T. 
Ferguson, Democratic candidate for United States Senator.” It bore 
the name of Mrs. Annette Franks, 335 Cleveland Avenue SW., Canton 
» Ohio. She is, L understand, an employee of the State of Ohio, and a 
Roman Catholic. 

Copies of this version were placed in cars around Roman Catholi 
churehes and distributed at their doors in northeastern Ohio, and 
possibly elsewhere, leading me to believe that a two-barreled use 
was made of this letter. 

A third version, which I did not see, carried on one side my origina] 
letter, and the postcripts. On the back appeared names of numerous 
people, some of whom were not even running for office, naming 
them as Roman Catholics, and evidencing the very worst in political 
noliness. 

I did not see a copy of that, and I resent its appearance with m) 
whole being. This. Honorable Senators, conclucles nv statement. 

Mr. Maregouts. Mr. Stoneburner, do you have in your possession an 
original of the letter that you wrote ¢ 

Reverend SronenurNeER. I do have. No; it is a copy. 

Mr. Marcouis. Was it a mimeographed letter ? 

Reverend Sronenurner. No; I have a carbon copy of the original 
letter. 

Mr. MARGOLIs. The original letter was typew ritten ? 

Reverend STONBURNER. Yes. 

Mr. Marcouts. It was not mimeographed ? 

Reverend Sronesurner. No. Oh, I beg your pardon, it was mimeo 
graphed, but the letter that got astray was typewritten and it was 
a carbon copy that was sent. 

Mr. Marcor is. What were the circumstances of the sending of the 
original letter, Reverend Stoneburner / 


Reverend STONEBURNER. Pastors were attending r a conterence. 
They ee Federal aid for parochial schools, 
he issue of an Ambassador to the Vatican, the issues pertaining to 


Franco Senin, and after this meeting was over, some time later I 
cent them this letter as a voluntary act. a letter did not surprise 
them. The letter, if it had staved in the ‘ategory ot peop ile to whom 
t was addressed, would have e reated no issue. 

Mr. Marconts. How many copies were sent ? 

Reverend SToNEBURNER. Approximately 35. 

Mr. Mareouts. To the pastors in the Dayton area ¢ 

Reverend STONEBURNER. Yes: and let us say a radius of 25 miles. 

Mr. Marcouis. Reverend Stoneburner, in your letter you have a 
paragraph: 

Referring to the mistaken public idea that Gov. Frank Lausche is Roman 
Catholic 
and you say he was raised in an orthodox church. You have since 
found out that those were not the facts? 

Reverend Sronenurner. I was proved wrong by referral to Who's 
Who in America, three different editions. There is a story back of 
that, honorable Senators. If it is Yermane | W il] be elad to speak on it. 
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Mr. Marcouts. Well, I merely ask whether if you had known at the 
time you wrote the letter that Governor Lausche was a Roman Cath- 
olic, you would have included a paragraph endorsing him or not 
endorsing him ? 

Reverend Sronrnurner. I would not have referred to it at all. I 
want to make this point very clear. If I had been out on an anti- 
Catholic binge, I would have written a better letter. I majored in 
English, and I would have mentioned the fact that five of the candi- 
dates for the major offices in the State of Ohio were Roman Catholics, 
five out of the seven. 

I did not mention that. These were the two men whose positions 
touched upon these issues, and the matter of Governor ccamkats 
religion has been a mooted question everywhere throughout Ohio. 

Mr. Marcorts. You praised Governor Lausche as a great public 
servant. Would you have supported him had you known that he was 
Roman Catholic? 

Reverend SronesurNner. I would have. I list myself as an in- 
dependent voter, registered Republican. 

Mr. Marcorts. Were the two issues which you mentioned in your 
letter, the sending of an Ambassador to the Vatican and efforts to get 
aid for parochial schools, the main reason, the main motivation for 
sending the letter, Reverend Stoneburner? 

Reverend SroneEBuRNER. The sole motivation. 

Mr. Marcorts. Reverend Stoneburner, you were interested then 
not in labeling the candidates by their religion but in determining 
what their stand was on these issues; is that correct ? 

Reverend Sronenurner. That is right. 

Mr. Marcoris. Did you inquire as to the stand of Joseph Ferguson 
on this issue ¢ 

Reverend Sronesurner. That I did not do because I referred al- 
ready to that paper which showed the opposition to Senator Taft, and 
I think he compromised the issue. 

Likewise it appeared to me an advantageous presentation of Mr. 
Ferguson in the Dayton Daily News, if it was important to gain votes 
for him, to mention that he was a Catholic. I thought I had sufficient 
ground to presume that he would follow a line. 

Mr. Marcorts. But in the case of Governor Lausche—this, of 
course, is hypothetical—had you known that he was a Catholic, would 
you have used the same assumption # 

Reverend SronesurNEr. Governor Lausche was not running for 
office that touched upon these two issues. 

Mr. Marcoris. As Governor? 

Reverend SroNeBuRNER. As Governor. 

Mr. Mareours. The parochial schools wasn’t an issue for a guber- 
natorial candidate ? 

Reverend SroNEBURNER. No. 

Mr. Mareours. That is all. 

Senator Gitiette. Senator Monroney ? 

Senator Monronry. Don’t you think the Governor would have had 
something to say about aid to parochial schools if, under State legis- 
lation and the constitution of the State, State funds could be used 
for transportation ? 

I mean I don’t see how you can quite disassociate the Governor in 
power being absolutely negligible on the issue of transportation aid 








INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 3a45 


to public schools, because as I remember the issue there, it was merely 
that the State law permitted the transportation, and I believe it came 
up to the Supreme Court under that type of interpretation. 

Reverend SronesurNner. Mr. Lausche’s record, so far as I have been 
able to observe it, has been one that has risen above the pressures from 
this angle or that one. 

Senator Monroney. Wouldn’t it have been fair, then, before a letter 
was circulated, to ascertain, at least, or give candidate Ferguson an 
opportunity to express himself on these two issues without assuming 
that because he happened to be a member of the Catholic Church, he 
would automatically be opposed to the two issues in which you say you 
are interested. 

Reverend STroNeEBURNER. Perhaps that would have been a better 
procedure, Senator. 

Senator Monronry. I know in the House several members of the 
Catholic Church voted in opposition to the position of the church on 
issues that came up, and to assume that a man is automatically going 
to follow a certain line because he is a member of a certain church is 
doing irreparable damage. 

Reverend STronesurner. The remark, Mr. Senator, that I quoted 
here, quoted in the daily paper, I cannot give you the issue. I am sure 
it can be located. 

One Congressman was asked how he was going to vote, and he said, 
“T donot know. Ihave not consulted with my bishop.” Those things 
disturb us. 

Senator Monroney. We bave bishops in the Methodist Church. He 
could have been referring to not only Catholic bishops. We have 
them in the Episcopal Church. There are a lot of bishops. 

Reverend SronesurNeER. The record will speak for itself, Mr. Sen- 
ator. 

Senator Monroney. How did you know this Member was referring 
to the Catholic bishop ¢ 

Reverend StonespurNer. If you wish that information, I shall prove 
Iny point. 

Senator MONRONEY. Sir 

Reverend Sronesurner. If you wish that information confirmed, I 
shall prove my point. 

Senator Monroney. I am just wondering how you as a reader of a 
newspaper would assume that he was going to consult the bishop of 
. particular church. 

Reverend SronepurNer. I shall gladly look that up and forward 
the name to you. 

Senator Monroney. It is not too important, but I am just wonder- 
ing how you would assume that. 

Reverend SroNEBURNER. I was sure of it at the time. Perhaps the 
paper misquoted him. I don’t know. 

Senator Monroney. I haven’t anything further. 

Senator Gitterre. Senator Smith ¢ 

Senator Smirn. I haven't any questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gruerre. Reverend Stoneburner, I just have a couple of 
questions, 

You have stated that you have no prejudice as to race or creed, 
that on your own initiative you addressed this letter to some 35 min- 
isters of your denomination. 
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Reverend SronesurNer. That is right. 

Senator GirtterTe. What was your object in sending that letter 
to them? Was your opinion solicited by these or any of them / 

Reverend Stonrsurner. No; it was not. 

Senator Grttette. It was purely voluntary on your part? 

Reverend Sronesurner. That is right. 

Senator Giiuetrrr. And I gather from your general statement that 
your great interest in this matter was in two questions here that are 
controversial and are still existing, the question of sending an official 
representative to the Vatican and to get public aid for parochial 
schools. 

Reverend Sronesurner. That is right. 

Senator GrttetTr. It is your interest im those two issues that 
prompted you to send the letter ? 

Reverend STonesurNeER. That is the truth, Senator. 

Senator Guerre. Well, that being the case, Reverend Stoneburner, 
why did you say in your letter: 

Please accept this letter merely as a matter of information. It should be 
known that Mr. Joseph Ferguson, who is running against Senator Robert Taft, 
is a Roman Catholic. 

Now you did not state his position on those issues that were so 
important to you and to me. You simply stated that he was a Roman 
Catholic. If vou had no prejudice, why did you make that statement ‘ 

Reverend Sronenurner. Mr. Senator, if that had been addressed 
for public use, certainly I would have had the wisdom to be mor 
adroit than that. 

Senator GiueTre. Well, that doesn’t quite answer my question 
as to whether it was adroit or not, but instead of giving the man’s 
position, the candidate’s position on these two controversial matters 
as you understood it to be, the only assertion you made was that he 
isa Roman Catholic. Is that a crime? 

Reverend SronenvurNer. By no means. I would give my life to 
defend any man’s right to go to Mass. 

Senator Giruterre. Well, then why did you feel it incumbent on 
you to tell 35 of your fellow ministers that Candidate Ferguson was 
a Roman Catholic ? 

Reverend STONEBURNER. You would have to have attended our con 
ferences, and realized the deep apprehension that exists genuinel) 
and thoroughly throughout the Protestant churches of America over 
these issues. 

Senator Gruetre. Over those particular issues. 

Reverend Sronesnurner. Over those two issues. 

Senator Guterrr. Yes, 1 understand that, but still you have not 
answered my question. I could understand it if you would write to 
these people and s ay, “I understand that Mr. Ferguson, if he is elected 
to the Senate will vote to send a representative to the Vatican and 
will vote for Federal aid to parochial schools. Therefore I think 
that personally I will oppose him.” 

You did not do that. You just simply said, “The man is a Roman 
Catholic.” 

Reverend SronepurNer. That was poor wording, Senator. 

Senator Gittetrr. Well, then in addition you stated: 


Of course you know that our Congressman Edward Breen is Roman Catholic 
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And then you did add, “and that he favors public aid for parochial 


schools.” 
Then you added: 


It is a mistaken public idea that Gov. Frank Lausche is a Roman Catholic 
he 


He was raised in an orthodox church; his family goes to a Methodist church ; 
has never been a Roman Catholic. 

Did vou think that that gave an endorsement to Governor Lausche ¢ 
Reverend STONEBURNER. | was not thinkine of this letter, Mr. 
Senator, as a political missile at all. In fact the subject of Mr. 
Lause he’s religion has been a debated one In many circles for a long 
[ could go further into that, but L would betray confidences, 


mie. 

ind that would be inequitable. 

It is not of the shohtest 
I am just wondering why in a letter of this 


Senator GILLETTE. interest to me whethe1 

he is a Catholic or not. ' 

kind you called attention to the fact that Lausche in your Opinion W 
What difference did it make / 


was purely which I 


not a Catholic. 
Reverend STONEBURNER. That an answer 
thought I had at the time to a question that had been discussed with 

any issue whatsoever. 
ver again, would you 


out reference to 
If you had this to do 


Senator GILLeTTe. 
send this letter / 
Reverend STONEBURNER. Knowing all that has happened since and 
the abuse that has been made of the letter, no. 
ie original purpose for which the letter was written—I should 


1 
not say that IT would not de it again, nor do L promise, Mr. Senator, 


to, | would he 


to change 


| 


o forget these issues that are at stake. 
nobody would as 
Issues Ol] 


Senator GILLerre. Oh. no: 
the last person on earth to ask you to forget Liie 


your position if vou feel that vou are right. 
[ am just asking if vou would write such a 


ittention not to a man’s position on the issues 
Do vou think that that is a fair way for an 


letter simply calling 
} 


IS 


but as to what 


. . 
religion is or is not. 
wy) / 


Amer ti tO Cahapa 
I | STONEBURNER. 


are) i 
Vere 


Ley Mr. Senator, I was net desirous of gett 

to this campaign, but thre se issues were Important to us 
Now, that was i private letter W ritten to brother pastors and If 

vritten for them to make any use of it they wanted to. I would not 


re tel] ny brother pastors hy ww to vote, or try to do so. 
1 reasonable deduction and conelu 


was 


Senator Giutterre. Well, isn’t 

on from vour letter that you just passed information on to them 
that certain candidates were or were not Catholics and that you 
‘Xpected that that informaion would be vital to them, o1 important 


to them ? 
Reverend Sronepurner. Mr. Senator, if that is reprehensible, then 
etters that IT have seen’of endorsement the other way are lkewise 
( prehensible, and I have seen them. 
Senator Gitterre. I doubt not that there are plenty of letters of 
hat kind, but the only letter we have before us is your letter. 
Reverend Sronenurner. The situation, Mr. Senator, is this: We 
ont desire to take religion into State affairs, but when they are 
ought into State affairs, we feel it incumbent to meet those issues 


here they are. 
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Senator Gitterre. You do not believe that the religious issue of 
man’s right to worship God as he sees fit ought to be injected inte 
political campaigns, do you ? 

Reverend SToNEBURNER. Absolutely not. 

Senator GitteTte. | am in full accord with you. Are there any 
other questions ¢ 

Mr. Marcouis. Yes. 

L wonder if you could give us a copy of the original letter which 
you wrote, for our files ¢ 

Reverend Sronresurner. I will do that. I will have to hunt for it 
It is in my files right here. 

Mr. Marconis. Will you do that ! 

Reverend STONEBURNER. I will. 

Senator Gitterre. Thank you, Reverend Stoneburner. We appre 
ciate very much your assistance. 

Mr. Wirmer. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence that you shall give in this 
matter now in hearing before the committee shall be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Wirmer. I do. 

Senator Gitterre. Be seated, Mr. Witmer. 

I turn you over to the counsel. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, before interrogating Mr. Witmer, | 
would like to have marked as an exhibit and for identification as 
“Exhibit No. 165°, the letter read by the previous witness, F. R. 
Stoneburner, being a letter dated October 3, 1950, dated Dayton, 
Ohio, and signed Rev. F. R. Stoneburner. The photosts atic copy 
which I offer as an exhibit also contains two postscripts previously 
referred to by the witness. 

Senator Giuterre. After it is properly marked, it will be received 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 165” fo: 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 


ee em 


TESTIMONY OF E. WITMER 


Mr. Moore. Mr. Witmer, will you please state your residence. 

Mr. Wirmer. Canton, Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. And what is your occupation ? 

Mr. Wirmer. Printer. 

Mr. Moorr. What is the name of the printing establishment by 
which you are employed ' : 

Mr. Wirmer. Presto Press. 

Mr. Moorr. How long have you been employed by them ? 

Mr. Wirmer. I am a partner in it for the last 4 years, and worked 
there 10 years previously. 

Mr. Moore. Have you engaged in polities ? 

Mr. Wirmer. Served two terms in the Ohio Legislature, ran fo1 
school board. 

Mr. Moore. Were you a candidate for public office in the last election 
in 1950? 

Mr. Wirmer. I was; for reelection to the legislature. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Witmer, will you raise your voice a little. It 
is difficult for us to hear you, or use the amplifier. 


ER ee 
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Mr. Wirmer. I was running for reelection for my third term in the 
Ohio Legislature. 

Mr. Moore. Were you successful ¢ 

~34 Wrrmer. Not last year. 

. Moorr. So at the present time you are devoting yourself excl 
sive = to the work of the printing establishment; is that right ? 

Mr. W rr MER. Well. th: at is a broad que stion. j wim ¢ thi urman of the 
Public Housing Authority, which I am glad to see the members here 
are supporting. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, you have heard testimony, have you not, 
concerning a letter which we have marked in evidence as “Exhibit 
No. 165.” the Stoneburner letter ¢ 

Mr. Wirmer. I have. 

Mr. Moore. It is a fact, is it not, that you as a member of the Presto 
Printing Co., to which you have just referred, caused a reprinting of 
that publication to be made; is that right 

Mr. Wrrmer. Well, we printed them. 

Mr. Moore. Will you please state the circumstances surrounding the 
printing of the letter ¢ 

Mr. Wirmer. A Mr. Wykoff, who is president of the union at the 
Timken Roller Bearing Co.. in Camden, came to me with a copy of 
Reverend Stoneburner’s letter. 

Mr. Moore. What union is that / 

Mr. Wirmer. United Steel Workers. He is a Catholic, and he 
showed me a letter that he received, copy of the letter Reverend Stone 
burner sent out with the two notations on it which I found since were 
not in his original letter. He showed me the letter and said that he 
as an individual wanted to do something about it, that he thought it 
was a Shame and a crime to try to crucify a man because of his re ‘ligion. 
and he felt that something should be done about it. that Catholics in 
particular in the community should be alerted to the situation, that 
possibly they did not know that such a campaign was going on; that 
ie felt it was advisable to let them know about it. 

Mr. Moorr. What did he suggest be done? 

Mr. Wirmer. Well, he suggested that we print copies of it and cir- 
culate among the Catholics in the community and try to show them the 
type of campaign that was going on against Joe Ferguson. 

Mr. Moore. I did not intend to lead you by the prior question. I 
assume it was his suggestion; is that right ? 

Mr. Wirmer. That is right. He suggested that inasmuch as I did 
the work of the printing for the Democratic Party in the city and for 
the Political Action Committee, that I should print copies of that 
letter, and—— 

Mr. Moorr. How many copies were there printed ? 

Mr. Wirmer. Twenty thousand. 

Mr. Moore. Who paid for the printing ¢ 

Mr. Wirmer. Well, eventually the Political Action Committee paid 
for them. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have a copy of the order with you? 

Mr. Wirmer. We don’t receive written orders of most of our work. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have an invoice covering this printing job / 


Mr. Wrrmer. I don’t have the original invoice. I have our entries. 


plus our bank-deposit slips and items of that nature. 


ag 


el 
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Mr. Moore. Your entries, I assume, confirm the testimony you just 
gave, that there were 20,000 copies ordered to be printed? Can you 
tell us the date, please ¢ 

Mr. Wirmer. The order is entered in the books November 3, 1950. 

Mr. Moore. What is the date of the election ; do you recall ¢ 

Mr. Wrrmer. I believe it was the 7th. 

Mr. Moore. Can you state the day of the week that November 3, 
1950, was ¢ 

Mr. Wirmer. Well, if the 7th was on a Tuesday, it must have been 
about a Friday or Saturday. 

Mr. Moore. What wasthe total cost involved, Mr. Witmer / 

Mr. Wirmer. Well, the printing itself was $110, plus sales tax, and 
the signature cuts—we had to reproduce the signature cuts to make 
it an authentic copy of the letter—cost SS, or a total of $121.21, in 
cluding the sales tax. 

Mr. Moore. Did the letters, as reprinted or duplicated by you, con- 
tain the postscripts to which reference was made / 

Mr. Wrrmer. Yes: it had a notation above and below the letter. 

Mr. Moore. Is exhibit 165 a true and correct copy as duplicated 
by you? 

Mr. Wrruer. Well, it is a copy of the letter; it does not have the 
notations that we placed on the letter. 

Mr. Moore. In what respect does it not have it / 

Mr. Wirauer. It does not have the heading, that “This isa copy of 
the type of literature put out by supporters of Taft,” and it does not 
have the notation at the bottom, “Be a Good American, Vote for Joe 
Ferguson November 7.” 

Senator Smirn. May Lask, Mr. Chairman, what is the date of that ? 

Mr. Moore. The date of what? 

Senator SmirH. The date of that. 

Mr. Wirmer. October 3 is the date of that letter. 

Senator Smiru. What is the date of the postscript, isn’t that the 
same date’ When was that sent out / 

Mr. Wirmer. ‘The postscript was printed on it, that is our post 
script that we printed on it, was put on it when we printed it, and 
probably November 3. Now, this cannot 

Senator Smiru. Probably what’ What date was it, did you say ‘ 

Mr. Wrrmer. It was around November 3. 

Senator Smiru. Just before the election 

Mr. Wirmer. The last minute. 

Senator Smirx. A last minute pamphlet / 

Mr. Wir MER. That is right ; we didn't vet a copy of the letter until 
the Thursday or Friday before election. 

Senator Smirn. That was after Senator Taft repudiated it ? 

Mr. Wirmer. Well, if he repudiated it, | never heard of it. 

Senator Smiru. Do we have a copy of the telegram, Mr. Counsel 
Senator Taft, | think some stated—I think Senator Taft may have. 
that a telegram was sent or a telecast or something was done about 
repudiating the letter that he is talking about. I just want to get 
those dates straight. 

Mr. Moorr. A telegram was sent by Senator Taft, and I provided 
him with that during the testimony the other day, and it appears in 
the record at page 73. 

Senator Smiru. What was the date of that? 
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Mr. Moore. The record does not indicate, and Senator Taft does not 
have the telegram. Unfortunately it was not given to the reporter 
at the time it was marked in evidence. 

Senator SmiruH. Did we expect it to be? 

Mr. Moore. Not only has it been read into the record, but it appears 
as an exhibit in the case. 

Senator SmirH. I think it is very important that the date of that 
be included in that hearing. 

Mr. Moorr. Yes, 

You have a copy of a letter as it was printed by you, Mr. Witmer? 

Mr. Wrrmer. | have no copy myself. 

Mr. Moore. Is this a copy of it ¢ 

Mr. Wirmer. I have one here. 

Mr. Moore. Youdo. Is that a correct copy ? 

Mr. Wirmer. Twenty-two, correct. 

Mr. Moors. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that that be marked as “Exhibit 
No. 166.” 

Senator Gitterre. When so marked, it will be received. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 166” 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. After the 20,000 copies were ordered, on November 3, 
J assume there was the distribution of them ? 

Senator Monronrey. Would you stop’ Pardon me for a moment. 
Is Mr. Gradison still here? I wonder if he could supply the 
committee—— 

Mr. Ro idison, you testified, and could you supply the committee 
with the date of the Taft re pudiation of the Stoneburner letter? 

Mr. Graptson. I will try to get it. 

Senator Monroney. We would appreciate it. 

Senator Gitterre. We do not have to have it immediately, if you 
will get it to us so that we will have it in the record. 

Mr. Grapison. Yes: I will get it, sir. 

Mr. Moore. What distribution was made of the letter, Mr. Witmer / 

Mr. Wirmer. Mr. Wykoff had some individuals come down to the 
hop, and almost as fast as we printed them he took them out and dis- 

buted them, 

Mr. Moore. The order was placed on November Ds you testified. 
Were they pr inted the same day ¢ 

Mr. Wrraer. Well, you understand, that with our bookkeeping, we 

re very busy < Ae that is, we are a small shop, and we were busy, and 
| have a lot of outside activities, and a person who comes in the door 
nd gives me a job, I don’t immediately go to the books and enter it. 

| may be working on another job, and may put it on the desk, and 
vo to a community fund or a TB meeting, and a day or so when I come 

ik, I may have entered it on the books, and it may not have come in 
exactly on November 3: it might have been a day or two before I en- 

‘red it on the books, but it was a last-minute job. 

We got the copy not before Wednesday anyhow, and I believe the 

i was about Friday. 

Mr. Moorr. Was Mr. Wykoff the only one who picked them up? 

Mr. Wirmer. Well, there was a fellow with him, Jim McFarland, 
trom the same local union, and some other people with him that I 

d not know. 

Mr. Moore. What use did they make of the letters ? 


~1644—52 25 
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Mr. Wirmer. So far as I know they were to be distributed at th 
Catholic churches on Sunday morning before the election. 

Mr. Moors. Did you witness the distribution of the letters? 

Mr. Wirmer. I went to Mass myself that morning, and I was late, 
and I saw no copies at the 11:30 Mass at St. Peter’s Church. 

Mr. Moore. Do you know that they were distributed at any other 
churches in the area ? 

Mr. Wrrmer. I understand they were: I couldn’t prove it. 

Mr. Moorr. You do not know of your own knowledge / 

Mr. Wirmer. I don’t know of my own knowledge. 

Mr. Moore. But your testimony is that they were picked up. Was 
the full order of 20,000 cop 1eS pic ‘ked up by Mr. W ykolf / 4 

Mr. Wirmer. It must have been: I couldn't even find a sample ir 
our files, 

Mr. Moore. Do you have anything else to state in connection with 
this event / 

Mr. Wirmer. Only to this extent: As a printer, that is a job shop, 
and also as a candidate for office, 1 was very much disturbed about 
newspaper monopolies and institutional advertising. 

Mr. Moore. I do not mean to cut vou off, Mr. Witmer, but IT mea) 
are vou di rectin gy your testimony tO mL, question as it relates to this ? 

Mr. Wirwer. Partially as it relates to this letter. In other words, 
there are certain groups that don’t have the money to advertise their 
opinions, others that—like this letter came at the last minute. While 
no attempt was made to put it in the newspapers as an advertisement, 
it might have been turned down. I know cases where the paper took 
the ad, took the copy, set up the ad, showed them a proof of the ad, 
and on Saturday before election refused to print it, and returned their 
money. 

So we feel that the free press should include smal] shops like Olls, 
so that we can put out literature and help to keep a free press in case 
the news} aper won't pub Nish something that we ean, and this letter, 

| particul: ir appeared in the Catholic Exponent, appeared word for 
oad in the Catholic Exponent, which appears on the Friday before 
election. 

Mr. Moorr. Is that paper published in Youngstown, Ohio ? 

Mr. Witmer. That paper is published in Youngstown. 

We felt if it was of enough value to be in the newspaper, and that 
only a minority possibly of the people subseribed to that heWspapel 
that was not any reason why the rest of the people should be forbidden 
to know about it or hear about what was going on, and we felt 
Inport int that the rest of the peop le who didn’t subscribe to that paul 
ticular paper and who would not see it in the other papers, would | 
viven the information as to What was going on. 

Mr. Moorr. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GitLerre. Any questions ? 

Senator Monroney. I have no questions, 

Senator Gittetrr. Any questions, Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smiri. No questions. 

Senator Gitterre. I have no questions. We thank you very mu 
and we will be through with you. 

Mr. Wirmer. May I make one or two short statements on this inst 
tutional advertising? That is a pet peeve of mine, and as a membet 
of the Ohio Legislature, I saw its effect. 


' 
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A lot has been said before your committee about ads that appeared 
just before an election, but we have had experience where you have 
a bill up in the legislature, and all of a sudden a full- page ad appears 
by the American Council of Churches or some organization, even out- 
side the State, and one of them, in particular incensed me, as the 
author of the bill, because they copied a Communist letter supporting 
my bill, and then they had a full- page ad and said, “This is the kind 
of people that sup port that legislation.” 

| think that that institutional advertising is a very dangerous 
thing the way it is conducted today, and it is strictly political. 

In a lot of sense the defeat of the Labor P arty in England was in 
un ad in the city of Kent by a local corporation. “Now, we have 
defated the Labor Party in England, and the New Deal and the Fair 
Deal and the Pinkos,” and if that is selling their merchandise, I will 

at your hat, and I think it should be labeled. 

if your committee wants suggestions on legislation, I believe ads 
of that type shoul 1 be labeled political advertising whether they ap 
peared during an election or previous to an election. I expect to 
take part in the coming election, and the trends of this advertising 

how they are already conducting a political campaign, and even 

n the field of public housing, we have to carry out the law of Con 
gress on public housing now, and institutional advertising is appear 
ing by realtors, builders, by landlord organizations, attacking public 
housing. It is in the paper now, and it will be in the paper at the 
time we try to build these houses which Congress authorized us, and 
| think it should be labeled what it is, political advertising. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, thank you very much. We appreciate 

our contribution. We are through with you. 

We are going to try to complete the taking of the testimony of as 
many ot these witnesses as we can. We expect to stay in session until 
6o'clock. I cannot stay, but Senator Monroney will i Aaiamamadaauaiae 
man, and we will try our best to finish with as many of these as 
possible. Some of them : will be hecessary to hold over until Monday. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, is it not planned to have a hearing 
tomorrow ¢ 

Senator GILLETTE. No hearings are planned for tomorrow. 

senator Smiru. I think I owe it to the committee to say that when 

‘pl anne on these he: arings we thought of November 1! ,or ZO for 

the opening day, and that we would get through in a week. We put 

em over until the 26th, and necessar ily so, because of the staff work, 
ind we have put the entire week 1 

Because we made the plans, I rearranged a speaking schedule in my 

wh State of Maine. and have to get back there for December 5. | 
dthat after I spent 3 weeks down here on these and other matters. 
Now, it does seem to me that there are a number of these witnesses 
it we could have the counsel take testimony from, and leave only 
le necessary ones over until Monday, to complete these hearings. . 
Senator Ginterre. That was the thought that Senator Monroney 
has suggested here. . 

Harry W. August and Ray Bliss and R. C. Owen. we will advis 

e three th: at the Ay have to stav over until Mond: Ly. 

Yoo will be ab le to be he re Monday. w will vou not 4 

Senator SMITH. te, Mr. Chairman. But I am not at all sure. at 
i the rate we are coins. that we will finish Monday - and we will do all 


t} 





384 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


we can. Iam here, and am willing to sit as long as you want to to 
night and as long as you want to tomorrow. I think it is very im 
portant to complete this. 

[ advised counsel about this a week or 10 days ago, and I am sorry. 

Senator Giuterre. We all regret it. But of the list of witnesse 
that were here, we have just been going over this with the representa 
tive of the counsel, Senator Monroney and myself, and we feel that 
we can complete, between now and 6 o’clock, all of these excepting 
these three. 

Senator Smirn. Yes; but that does not mean that we will complete 
the three on Monday or Tuesday, according to the way we are going. 
And what is the objection to taking testimony from those other three, 
or those that we can get to, tomorrow 4 

Senator Giterre. None whatever. Can you stay? 

Senator Smiru. I am here. That is the reason I am here. I do 
not want to do it any more than the rest of you do, but I do want 
to get these hearings over. I think it is most important to complete 
them. 

Senator Gitterre. Under the rules of the subcommittee, one mem- 
ber can take testimony at a public hearing. 

Senator Smrru. Yes. I have sat right through, as you know, Mr. 
Chairman, and I think we do want to get this out of the way. And | 
do not want these hearings to drag on and on. We have done a pretty 
good job so far in getting through with a number of witnesses. There 
was some pretty important temtimony. 

It seems to me for the purposes of the committee, we have pretty 
nearly everything that we need. I would be glad to sit with the 
counsel as directed by the chairman, if that would be of any assistanci 

Senator Gitterre. Then I will now turn over the chairmanship fo 
this hearing to Senator Monroney, for the hearing of as many w 
nesses as we can hear tonight. Then if the members of the subcon 
mittee are willing, we will recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morniic¢ 
and Senator Smith, if present, will preside and take the testimony. 

Senator Monroney will preside. 

Senator Monroney (presiding). The next witness is Dr. B. |] 
Lamb, of Columbus, Ohio. 

Will you please come forward ? 

Would you state your name? 

Reverend Lams. B. F. Lamb. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you «a! 
about to give in this case shall be the truth, the whole truth, and not 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

Reverend Lams. 1 do. 


TESTIMONY OF REV. B. F. LAMB, PRESIDENT, OHIO COUNCIL 
CHURCHES 


Senator Monroney. We appreciate very much your coming. W) 
are sorry to have been so delayed, but we shall be glad to hear yo 

Ido you have a prepared statement, Reverend Lamb? 

Reverend Lame. I do not. I do not have a written stateme 
I shall be glad to make one or answer questions, whatever you like. 

Senator Monronery. Unless you have a particular statement \: 
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would like to make, we will ask the counsel to proceed with the ques- 
tioning. 

Mr. Moore. Dr. Lamb, you are president of the Ohio Council of 
Churches ¢ 

Reverend Lame. That is right. 

Mr. Moorr. What is your residence? Where do you reside? 

Reverend Lams. 1695 Glenn Avenue, Columbus, Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. And the Ohio Council of Churches’ office is also in Co 
lumbus, Ohio ¢ 

Reverend Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Dr. Lamb, I show you a statement dated October 12, 
1946, relating to candidates on the Democratic ticket and candidates 
on the Republican ticket, containing a statement of the candidates for 
office, their names, and their church affiliations, and what purports to 
be a photostatic copy of a latter dated October 12, 1946, on the letter- 
head of the Ohio Council of Churches, which appears to bear your 
signature, B. F. Lamb, and addressed, “Dear Brother Minister.” 

Reverend Lamp. This first one goes back to 1946. I did not know 
that I was to be questioned except for 1950, 

Mr. Moore. I merely wanted you to identify them. 

Reverend Lams. I do not know whether this is accurate or not. 

Mr. Moore. You do not? 

Reverend Lamp. It could be. I do not deny that it is accurate, but 
I cannot say, because I do not remember back that far. I thought this 
was to deal wholly with 1950. 

Mr. Moors. Was any statement of religious affiliation put out in 
1946, to your knowledge ? 

Reverend Lams. If it was put out, it was put out, to my knowledge, 
at that time, and this is probably accurate. 

Mr. Moorr. ‘Then your testimony is that there was such a state- 
ment; 1s that correct ¢ 

Reverend Lams. My testimony would have to be that I do not know. 
Back that far, [ do not remember. We have put out statements similar 
to this in previous years, but this refers to 1946, which is a long time 
ago to remember, but 1 presume that it is accurate, but I cannot vouch 
for it without checking back. 

Mr. Moore. Can you vouch for the second document ? 

Reverend Lams. That would be in exactly the same category. 

Mr. Moorr. You cannot state concerning the letter, Dr. Lamb? 

Reverend Lamps. What is that / 

Mr. Moore. You cannot state concerning the letter, that is, that that 
isa correct copy of a letter written by you? 

Reverend Lams. May | read the rest of it? 

Mr. Moore. Surely. 

Reverend Lams. That is probably a correct letter. Probably both 
are correct. I did not sign that letter personally, but it may have been 
signed by my secretary in my absence. 

Mr. Moore. I will ask, Mr. Chairman, that the documents be re- 
ceived respectively as exhibits 167 and 168. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 167” 
ind “Exhibit No, 168,” respectively, for identification, and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
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Mr. Moorr, Now, Dr. Lamb, I show you a two-page publication 
bearing the caption, “State-wide candidates for public office in Ohio, 
November 7, 1950,” with the introductory statement : 

The public affairs department of the Ohio Council of Churches believes it to 
be a duty for Christian citizens to vote. It further believes that every citizen 
should know the full qualifications of every candidate and then with clear con 
science vote according to his or her best judgment. 

Then follow the names of the candidates seeking the various oflices, 
together with statements concerning their birthplace, occupation, and 
religious affiliation. 

Reverend Lamps. Without checking in detail, IT would say it is ac- 
curate. It did come from our office, did it not? That did. 

Mr. Moore. You have identified it? 

Reverend Lamp. Yes, I think so. 

Mr. Moorr. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that it be marked as Exhibit No. 
169. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so entered. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 169” 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Doctor, can you relate for the subcommittee the cir- 
cumstances of the preparation of that document? 

Reverend Lams. This 1951? 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Reverend Lamrn. Yes. I personally had nothing to do with the 
preparation of thi it document or sending it out. However, it did go 
out from the office of the Ohio Council of Churches with the accom 
panying letter signed by F. Gerald Ensley, who is chairman of the 
department of public affairs, and W. Henry Shillington, executive 
secretary to the Ohio Council of Churches. It went out to 4,500 
Protestant pastors in Ohio, and then was sold to those who wanted 
copies ata cent each. There were 23,555 of those pure *hased at 1 cent 
each for distribution. Most of those pure hases came in small amounts 
of $5, $3, 50 cents, 25 cents. 42 cents, 10 cents. 5 cents, and so on. T[ 
think the largest number was maybe $40. 

Mr. Moorr. When, doctor, was the publication mailed out 

Reverend Lams. October 12, according to this letter. 

Mr. Moore. Do your files indicate who paid the amount of $ 
which you indicate ‘there? 

Reverend Lams. No. I was summoned here too quickly to get that 
information. That is the only one that is not shown on here, too, | 
think. On all of the others, the names are given, and the addresses. 
[ tried to get information on the $40 cash, but that apparently was 
brought into the office by someone who brought cash and took the 
bulletins and left the mone v with a girl in the offic e, and the girls 
that were in the office at that time are not there now. 

Mr. Moors. Is it not possible to find out the source of that amount ? 

Reverend Lamp. I do not know. Reverend Shillington took care 
of that. And whether it is possible for him to find out or not, I can- 
not say. I do not know. 

Mr. Moore. Will you please undertake to make inquiry about that 
for the subcommittee ? 

Reverend Lams. Yes; I shall be glad to. 
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(The following letter from Dr. Lamb was ordered to be inserted in 
the record at this point at a meeting of the subcommittee held 
February 8, 1952:) 


DECEMBER 12, 1951. 
Mr. JonHn P. Moore, 
Chief Counsel, Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections, 
United States Senate, Washinaton, D.C 


} 


Dear Mr. Moore: I promised to try to find who bought the 4,000 copies of 
the two sheets of information on candidates and paid $40 cash at our office 
far, I have been unable to get that information and I do not know how else t 
proceed. 

Reverend Shillington does not know where it came from. Apparently it wa 
brought to the office by someone who picked up the 4,000 copies and took then 
away. The lady who had charge of it at that time was with us only a short 
while and has been out of our office for some time. I was able to contact her 
indirectly, but she does not recall where the money cume from 

[am sorry I cannot give you definite information for there is no reason why 
you should not have it if we could find it 

I really enjoyed the hearings while I was there and again compliment you 
upon the high level on which you conducted the questions and the entire pro 
ceedings, 

Cordially yours, 
B. F. Lamps. 


Mr. Moore. Now, then, was the decision to send out this document 
made by the full council 4 

Reverend Lamp. No. It was made by the public affairs depart 
ment. In the first place—— 

Mr. Moors. If I may interrupt you there, Doctor—— 

Reverend Lamp. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. How many members are there in the public affairs 


department ¢ 

Reverend Lamp. There were 27 at that time. 

Mr. Moorr. And—— 

Reverend Lamp. I started to explain a little further about that. 
This matter as to whether something should be done on this issue 
first came up in the administrative committee. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, by “this issue,” what do you mean, Doctor ? 

Reverend Lams. This question of sending out information on church 
relations. It came first into the administrative committee of the Ohio 
Council of Churehes, which has 12 members. That committee did 
nothing but refer it to the public affairs department of the Ohio 
Council of Churches for action. They considered it at length for an 
entire session, and decided to do this. After they had decided to do 
this, it came back to the administrative committee for approval and 
Was approved. 

Mr. Moore. I see. 

Reverend Lamp. Understand, I am not a member of that public 
affairs department. 

Mr. Moore. Therefore, you were not present at this meeting ? 

Reverend Lamp. I was not present. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you know whether they keep minutes of these meet 
ings regularly ? 

Reverend Lams. They do. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have any information as to whether there were 
dissenting votes ? 

Reverend Lamr. There was one dissenting vote. 
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Mr. Moorr. Now, then, Dr. Lamb, I show you what purports to be 
a telegram addressed to Rev. R. L. Pobst, 110 Scofield Building, 
Cleveland. The text is very brief, Mr. Chairman. With your per 
mission, I will read it into the record. 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Moore (reading) : 


University of Michigan studies just completed indicate Catholic and Jewish 
communions vote approximately 80 percent of all eligibles while Protestants 
vote only 60 percent. In view of the great importance attaching to election 
Tuesday we believe it crucially necessary and respectfully urge vigorous promo- 
tion to get out the vote of your members. 

This telegram is marked “Columbus, Ohio, November 1, 1950,” and 
bears the signature of 11 individuals, including your own. 

Reverend Lams. That is correct. 

Mr. Moore. That is a correct statement ? 

Reverend Lame. I don’t know whether the names are correct or 
not, but probably they are. 

Mr. Moorr. How many copies of that telegram were sent out, Dr. 
Lamb ? 

Reverend Lams. The Western Union Telegraph Co. claims to have 
delivered 3,448. We have word that some of them were never de- 
livered. 

Mr. Moore. I see. 

Reverend Lams. But that is the number that were paid for. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have information concerning the cost of the 
transmittal of those telegrams / 

Reverend Lams. Yes. The cost was $2.864.30. Here is the bill. 

Mr. Moorr. May we have that marked, Mr. Chairman, the bill? 

Reverend Lamp. Here is also the canceled check. I would like the 
check and the bill back when you are through with them. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection we will admit those in the 
record. 

Mr. Moore. The two documents will be exhibit No. 170 and exhibit 
No. 171, respectively. We will make copies. 

Senator Monrongy. Without objection, the photostatic copies of 
those documents will be admitted in the record. We will have copies 
made and return the originals. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 170 
and 171,” respectively, for identification, and will be found in the 
files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Moore. Was the cost of sending those telegrams borne by the 
Ohio council, Dr. Lamb ? 

Reverend Lamps. No, sir. 

Mr. Moore. By whom was it borne ? 

Reverend Lamps. The check came from James W. Fifield, Jr., Los 
Angeles, Calif. He is the pastor of—I do not know. I probably have 
here some place the church that he is the pastor of. He is the head 
of a corporation known as Spiritual Mobilization. 

Mr. Moore. Is that a religious corporation ? 

Reverend Lamp. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. What is the purpose of that organization, do you know ? 

Reverend Lamp. I am not too familiar with it. but I did try to 
familiarize myself a bit more on my way down here, and I assembled 
some pamphlets which I shall be glad to submit to you. But the only 
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definition I can give offhand would be that it is composed of about 
17.000 Protestant ministers throughout the Nation. I have no notion 
how many laymen. But their chief purpose, as stated, I think, in their 
literature, which I went over very hastily, is to mobilize the spiritual 
forces of the church, and presumably the Protestant Church, for 
purposes of stemming the encroachment of communism, fascism, 
and collectivism, that are inclined to crush the personality of the 
human soul, 

Now, that would be in one sentence, my suninary of what | read 
in his literature on my way out here. Of course, I have known about 
it for some years, but had no intimate connection with it. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have that literature with you, Dr. Lamb? 

Reverend Lamp. Yes. I shall be glad to turn it over to you. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I request that this literature which hi is 
just been identified by Dr. Lamb be marked as “Exhibit No. 172.” 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 172” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Dr. Lamb, was the cost of sending the telegrams borne 
by this organization or by Dr. Fifield individually, do you know ¢ 

Reverend Lamp. Well, I can best. ans “ea that by showing you a 
copy of this a that was sent here. As I recall it, the check was 
signed by Fifield, but he only advanced ae money, and it came from 
his organization. That would be my interpretation of the letter. 

Mr. Moorr. And the communication which you have handed up 
to the committee table, Dr. Lamb, is a communication dated Octo- 
ber 31, 1950, addressed to you and signed James W. Fifield, Jr.; is 
that correct ? 

Reverend Lamp. That is right. 

Mr. Moors. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that this be received and marked 
as “Exhibit No. 173 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 173” 
for identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Reverend Lams. When you are through, may I have that back 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Reverend Lamps. You probably should know that all of this busi- 
ness was transacted through Harry K. Eversull, pastor of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Walnut Hill, Cincinnati, who is a member 
of Fifield’s board. I had no contacts whatsoever with Fifield except 
on receipt of the check and letter. 

Mr. Moore. You had no direct contact other than this with Dr. 
Fifield ¢ 

Reverend Lams. The wording of that telegram came to me through 
Dr. Eversull. It was shghtly changed by Bishop Werner—Hazen 
Werner is the first name on the list—but I ‘iefaam and by te ae »~phone 
conversation from Eversull that most of the wording of that tele- 
cram came from Fifield. 

Mr. Moore. Dr. Lamb, do you have the original wording of the 
telegram ¢ 

Reverend Lamp. No. 

Mr. Moore. Is there a member of the administrative committee of 
the Council of Churches by the name of Harold K. Schellenberger / 

Reverend Lampn. Is there a member? 


Mr. Moore. Yes. 
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Reverend Lams. There isnow. But I donot think he was a member 
at that time. I think he was elected as a member of the administra- 
tive committee about the 29th or 30th of last January. 

Mr. Moore. Dr. Lamb, can you state whether there was any protest 
received by you or by your organization following the se nding out of 
this telegram / 

Reverend Lams. Yes. We have received a few, as we always do, 
just like Senators do when they do something. 1 have some of them 
here. I think I have all the protests here, but the number of protests 
was very small in comparison with the number of commendations, 
very sm: all. 

Mr. Moorr. Will you please produce them for examination by the 
staff, Doctor / 

Reverend Lampe. Surely. Do you want them now ‘ 

Mr. Moore. Yes, I would like to have them. 

Reverend Lams. A good many of these are in connection with orders 
tor those bulletins. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I request that the complete file be 
marked as “Exhibit 174,” and I assume that Dr. Lamb would like also 
to have these documents returned to him for his own personal files, 
which the staff will undertake to do. 

Reverend Lams. If you please. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 174° for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. One further question, Dr. Lamb, concerning the con- 
tributions which you received. Is it your testimony that you have 
the identity of all the contributors except the one item of $407 

Reverend Lams. | have the list here which I would be glad to turn 
over to vou. 

Mr. Moorr. If you will, please. 

Reverend Lamp. And I also have a statement of the estimated costs 
of sending out that document. I say that because letterheads and 
envelopes and postage and everything of that kind came out of our 
regular stock. We did not purchase it especially for this. We had 
the stock on hand; it was taken out of there, and our bookkeeper has 
estimated here what those actually cost, in our bills, which we = 
for. And also it indicates here what the expenses were and the 1 
come, and it lacks $60.56 from covering the costs. 

Here is the complete list as the bookkeeper gave ittome. I have not 
checked this, but I asked the bookkeeper for it, and she made it for 
me just = fore [ left, for your use. 

Mr. Moore. I request, Mr. Chairman, that this information con 
sisting of the list of contributors and estimates of the cost of sending 
the telegrams be marked as “Exhibit No. 175.” 

Senator Monronery. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 175” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Reverend Lamp. May I, Mr. Chairman, ex ‘plain one item on that 
list? I should hi: ave exp Nained it before I turned it over to you. But 
the last item, I think, is an item from Congressman Bender, for $129, 
on the last page. 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Reverend Lame. That was Shellington. Shellington, when he made 
up this list, had Congressman Bender listed as a Moravian, which he 
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was at one time, I understand. Congressman Bender preferred to be 
identified as a Methodist, which he now is, and he asked that a letter 
be sent out correcting that item for which he paid the bill. However, 
he did not pay for it at that time. The check came in May 1951, and 
is listed as such there. 

Mr. Moore. Is it correct, Dr. Lamb, from these documents here, 
that the cash record of the Ohio Council of Churches indicates that 
you raised the total sum of $364.55: is that correct ? 

Reverend Lamp. Whatever it says there is correct, according to our 
bookkeeper. 

Mr. Moorr. And then the balance was— 

Reverend Lamp. $60, whatever it was, came out of our regular funds. 

Mr. Moore. I see, 

Reverend Lams. In other words, we contributed the paper and 
things like that out of our regular funds. There was not any separate 
bills for it 

Mr. Moorr. Do you have any recollection of a similar statement of 
religious affiliation having gone out in any prior years ? 

Reverend Lams. Oh, yes; I have. 

Mr. Moorr. You havet 

Reverend Lams. Yes; but not quite like that one. This is an im- 
provement on the previous ones. 

Mr. Moorr. What do you mean by that, Dr. Lamb? 

Reverend Lams. Well, it gives more information than some that 
went out in prev ious years. 

Mr. Moorr. Other than the bare statement of religious affiliation ; 
is that right ? 

Reverend Lamp. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. In that this one also gives details concerning oecupa 
tion and that kind of thing? 

I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator MONRONEY. 1 be lie ‘ve you testified, Re vere nd, that the tele 
grams were financed by the Spiritual Mobilization Group 4 

Reverend LAMB. We ll, it came to us from Reverend Fifield, w 
the head of that organization, with a letter. 

Senator Monroney. His personal check ? 

Reverend Lamp. I can’t vouch for that it was a personal check o1 
not. I presume it was. 

Senator Monroney. You said that it said: 

We send you herewith our personal check for $2,700 to cover the cost of the 

egrams being sent 

Reverend Lamp. I think he sent his personal check. 

Senator Monronry. You do not know who advanced the money, 
whether he advanced the money or whether it was advanced by— 

Reverend Lams. Well, I rather judge from his letter that he ad- 
vanced the money, and got it out of his organization when he had 
time, judging by the letter. That letter says all I know about it. 

Senator Monroney. You are not advised as to the source of this 
fund ¢ 

Reverend Lamp. No. 

Senator Monroney. I mean, it would be somewhat usual, would 
it not, for $2,700 to be sent from one religious organization to the 
Federal Council of Churches for this particular—— 
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Reverend Lams. You understand practically all we did in that con 
nection was the clerical work in our office. Reverend Eversull of 
Cincinnati got the signatures on that telegram, that is, he got most 
of the signatures on that telegram. 

Senator Monroney. They were all leaders of your organization : 
were they not é 

Reverend Lamps. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Men well known to be associated with the 
Federal Council of Churches? 

Reverend Lams. Should I not tell you who they are? 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Reverend Lamps. Hazen G. Werner, is Bishop of the Methodist 
Church of Ohio; Arthur Clippinger is Bishop of the United Evangeli 
cal Church; Henry W. Hobson is Bishop of the Southern Diocese of 
the Episcopal Church; Joseph H. Lloyd is a pastor in Youngstown, 
who was, I think, at that time at the head of the Ohio Baptist Conven- 
tion; Miles H. Krumbine is a very promine nt Congregational minister 
of Cleveland; A. Ward Applegate is probably the most outstanding 
Quaker clergyman in Ohio; Arnold E. Klick is a very prominent 
clergyman of the Evangelical Reformed Church; R. Lincoln Long 
is an outstanding clergyman from the Presbyterian Church of Toledo: 
Harry K. Eversull is of the Presbyterian Chureh of Cincinnati, and 
he is the man who engineered all this as a member of the board of this 
spiritual mobilization; Phil Porter is an Episcopalian minister of 
Dayton, and I have already told you who I am. 

Now, I think that Eversull got all of those names, except I received 
the name of Hazen Werner, got his signature, and I may have done it 
with Applegate and Klick. ‘The rest ‘of this was all done by Eversull, 
and our office merely did the clerical work. 

Senator Monroney. The mailing list was furnished by your office? 

Reverend Lams. And furnished “the mailing list, that is right; and 
the reason why it was done through our office was that we “had the 
best mailing list. 

Senator Monroney. I realize that these men are distinguished 
leaders of the clergy, and in no way am I questioning their intent 
in this matter. I am merely interested in trying to find out why 
Reverend Fifield of Los Angeles, Calif., was interested personally 
in advancing $2,700 for the effort in Ohio. 

Reverend Lams. Well, I would say this: From what I know of 
their organization, it is a national organization, and they have 17,000 
Protestant clergymen throughout the country. I presume a due 
proportion of those are from Ohio. I don’t have any notion of how 
many laymen are associated with it; but they started in California. 
It is a national organization to mobilize spiritual forces throughout 
the Nation, to accomplish what I have already stated, that is, I “refer 
now to the Protestant churches. They would not find much response 
from the Roman Catholics. 

Senator Monroney. As I understand the Roman Catholics are not 
permitted to belong to the Federal Council of Churches; is that not 
correct ¢ 

Reverend Lamp. You are talking about the Ohio Council of 
Churches ? 


Senator Monronry. Yes, sir. 
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Reverend LAMB. We would be lad to welcome them, but there is 
no chance, no danger of that. 

Senator Monronery. I am just reading from some of the literature 
which you submitted regarding this Christian mobilization, spiritual 
mobilization, and how it was financed. It is supported by tax-dedue- 
tible contributions from thousands of ministers, laymen, companies, 
and foundations “who believe in freedom and are convinced it can 
be regained in America only by the discovery of and the reliving of 
the great moral principles by which our country was founded, and 
through which it Soe great.’ 

You do not know whether these funds were supplied by individuals, 
or by ministers, or by corporations, or even by—— 

Reverend Lams. No. 

Senator Monroney (continuing). Business associations ? 

Reverend Lamp. I presume every member made some small con- 
tribution, but I am guessing that the big bulk of it comes from large 
vifts, but I don’t know. 

Senator Monroney. You do not know whether it was paid out in 
dues or not ? 

Reverend Lams. I am not a member of the organization personally, 
you see. 

Senator Monroney. The only thing the committee is very curious 
about is as to why $2,700 hap pened to be dropped down into Ohio 
for this purpose. 

Reverend Lams. I suppose you would have to get that information 
from Fifield or Eversull or somebody who is a member of the board; 
I can’t answer that. 

Senator Monroney. In circulating the telegram was there any feel 
ing of religious prejudice present in sending that out ? 

Reverend Lamp. Well, now, you asked me for an opinion. I can't 
answer for these men. I did not see any one of them personally when 
they signed it or gave their consent to have their names attached to 
It, and sO I can only express an opinion based ona lot of experience, 

However, on this particular subject, my guess would be that there 
were quite mingled emotions and judgments in the matter; that some 
of these men had only one motive, and that would be to get Protestant 
people to vote. 

They all believe good citizens should vote, and the telegram com 
pliments Catholics and Jews and shames Protestants at that point. 1 
would say that that probably was the major motive in this telegram. 

However, knowing human nature as I do, and knowing Protestants 

«| Cathohes as I do. I would judge that some of these people thought 

iat if Protestants came out in large numbers to vote there would be 

ore people, more Protestants elected than there would be otherwise. 
hat is human nature; is it-not? 
| would also guess that some of them had in mind some particular 
ididates. I doubt if you wish me to express a doubt at this point 
at they were very much wrt about Taft at this stage of the 
me, because anvone who can read the handwriting on the wall was 

tty sure that Taft was shea sure of election by a comfortable 
jority by the time this telegram went out. 

I would say that some of them were very specifically interested in 
rieht and the Democrat who wis ele ted to ( ‘hi ef Jy istice of the 

reme Court. and other men of that kind. 
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Senator Monroney. I certainly think the voting of the fullest 
percentage of our electorate is most desirable, but whether we should 
put them into categories of a percentage of how members of the 
Catholic Church vote, and then exhort the Protestants because the 
Catholics are getting out in large number to vote, is some indication 
that. might border, in some interpretation at least, on stirring up 
religious prejudice. 

Reverend Lamp. May I make a comment at that point? 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Reverend Lamp. The religious issue was not listed by either this 
telegram or this list of candidates in Ohio. 

I have been at the head of the Ohio Council of Churches for 32 
years, and I have never known a time when the religious issue was not 
very prominent in Ohio polities. 

Sometimes, I suspect, politicians have known very little about it, 
but it has been underneath the surface, and very active on some occa 
sIOns. 

If you wish me to, I will give you an illustration. Nearly 20 years 
ago a bill wes presented in the ¢ Yhio Legislature to seek the appropria- 
tion of $5 million for parochial se hools in Ohio. Other bills were pul 
in to furnish free transportation to children to parochial schools 
free textbooks, and the like. 

Now, strange as it may seem to some States further west, where it 
is not so much an issue, that bill to appropriate $5 million for paro- 
chial schools in Ohio, as | remember it—I am not far wrong, because I 
was very closely in touch with it at the time—lacked only one vote of 
passing the Senate, and only three votes of passing the House, and the 
Protestants did not precipitate that issue. It has been an issue more 
or less from that time until now. 

Now, this particular vote, 1 believe there was only one Catholie w 
was a personal friend of mine who voted against that appropriation, 
and that isn’t forgotten or lived down in Ohio, and it is not a question 
of stirring a religious issue in Ohio, it is a question of facing one that 
is already there, and has been there for years, and I do not believe 
it can be eliminated. I do not believe it is likely to be eliminated 
my time or the time of most of you present. 

It is an issue that is there. Sometimes it doesn't crop out too much 
as far as candidates are concerned. Sometimes it does, but it 1s very 
evident, as a result of this last election, that even with that bulletin 
voing out indicating what the church—the church these candidates 
belonged to, that the independent Protestants didn’t all vote for 
Protestants. 

Governor Lausche could never be elected without independent Prot 
estant people voting for him, not in Ohio. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any questions ? 

Senator Smiru. I would like to ask the staff. Mr. Chairman. if a1 
consideration has been given to having Dr. Fifield send an affidavit 
in as to the character and the source of the money which paid for t] 
telegram. 

Mr. Moore. Yes, it has, Senator Smith. As a matter of fact, wi 
did not call him as a witness for the reason of the inconvenience and 
expense involved. We did talk to him on the telephone and have made 
arrangements for a statement to be obtained from him. 
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Senator Smirn. Dr. Lamb, did you discuss this telegram or 
sending of it with any political associate ¢ 

Reverend Lamp. No, ma’am. 

Senator Smiru. Or friend or relative of Senator Taft ? 

Reverend Lamp. No. I don’t think Senator Taft knew anything 
about this telegram until after it wassent. Ido not think Joe Fergu 
son knew anything about it. I don’t think any of the candidates 
knew anything about that telegram until! after it went out. 

Senator Smirnu. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. That is all. 

Reverend Lams. I do not think they knew about the bulletin that 
went out except in this fashion. They were contacted by Reverend 
Shillington in some eases to find out what church the By be longed to 
and what their other affiliations were, and I suppose the A" expected it 
would go out when they gwave the information. 

Senator Monroney. Dr. Lamb, we thank you very, very much for 
coming here and giving us the benefit of your testimony. We regret 
that you were delayed so long in reac hing the stand. 

Reverend Lams. You are quite welcome. 

Senator Monroney. In order to try to accommodate witnesses who 
have early plane reservations, 1 wonder, Dr. Sharpe, what time your 
reservation is for leaving. 

Dr. Suarpe. I would like if I possibly can, to catch a train at 8:30, 

Senator Monroney. If you have no objection I will take a witness 
who has a plane reservation for 6:30, and I will call Mr. Carr to the 
stand. 

Mr. Carr, will you state your name. 

Mr. Carr. Eugene Carr. 

Senator Monroney. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give in this ease will be the truth, the whole truth and 
nothing but the truth, so help vou God ? 

Ir. Carr. I do, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming before us. 
We hope we can get you on the plane, and ap preciate your standn o 
by for a week to testify. You may identify your Nice. mie ion. 

(The following letter Wis orde red nse rted ; S pol nt at a meet 
] ¢ of the subx ommittee held February Ss 1952) : a7 

First CONGRESSIONAL CHURCH OF LOS ANGELES, 
Los Angeles, December 18, 195 
Mr. Joun P. Moore, 
Chief Counsel, Committee of Privileges and Elections, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Str: For 20 years I have been convinced that the American people must 

ept their responsibilities to the Republic and vote at elections or the Republic 

ll dissappear 

With the help of friends I have substantially supported national efforts a 

il as campaigns in various States. This has been done by me as an individua 
nd not by spiritual mobilization or any other organization with which I am 
onnected. The church of which I am minister is even now involved in a cam 

tign to get eligibles registered so that they can vote at the forthcoming election 

All of these efforts, of course, are on an entirely nonpartisan basis and never 
have they been in behalf of any candidate 

In 1950 1 was specially active in these matters because the University of 
Michigan had just released the results of a study which showed that our 
Jewish and Catholie friends have accepted their citizenship responsibility for 
oting much better than we Protestants. In most letters, bulletins and tele 
grams which IT sent out that Michigan University study was mentioned as per 

e two which went out from spiritual mobilization, copies herewith 
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How effective these efforts are, who can tell? But I believe so deeply that 
freedom under God can only be preserved in the sort of Climate that a Republic 
provides, that I have been glad to make substantial effort along these lines and 
was glad to be of help toward that end in Ohio as well as in other States. 

Trusting this will provide you the information you desire and with compli 
ments of the Yuletide season, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
JAMES W. FIFIELD, Jr 


TESTIMONY OF EUGENE CARR 


Mr. Carr. Iam an employee of the Brush-Moore Newspapers, Can 
ton, Ohio. 

Senator Monroney. Does counsel desire to question Mr. Carr ? 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Margolis will conduct the interrogation. 

Mr. Marcouts. What is your residence, sir? 

Mr. Carr. Canton, Ohio. 

Mr. Marconis. And your occupation ? 

Mr. Carr. Lam an employee of the Brush-Moore Newspapers, Can- 
ton, Ohio. 

Mr. Marcouts. And what was your capacity during the campaign 
in Ohio in 1950? 

Mr, Carr. I was a volunteer worker in the past campaign. 

Mr. Marcouts. Which committees did you work for 4 

Mr. Carr. I spent some of my time as a contact between the Taft for 
Senate Committee headquarters in Cincinnati and the Labor League 
for Taft. 

Mr. Margouts. What was the nature of your activities, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Generally ¢ 

Mr. Marcouts. Well, generally and specifically. 

Mr. Carr. Well, as a volunteer worker I accepted those assign- 
ments which were given to me which I could coordinate with my re 
sponsibilities and duties in my regular job. 

Mr. Marcouts. Well, did you make trips for the Labor League for 
Taft at all? 

Mr. Carr. I made some trips for the Labor League for Taft in the 
later weeks of the campaign. The only contacts that I made in con- 
nection with the Labor League for Taft activity early in the campaign 
were those that I could conveniently make in connection with my 
regular job. 

Mr. . \RGOLIS. Your regular job as a newspaperman ? 

Mr. Carr. Newspaper and radio stations. 

Mr. M ARGOLIS. Which radio stations / 

Mr. Carr. The Brushmore Newspapers, Inc., has radio station 
WHBC, Canton, Ohio, and WPAY, Portsmouth, Ohio. 

Mr. Marcouts. And when did your activities for the Labor Leagu 
for Taft begin, Mr. Carr ¢ 

Mr. Carr. As I recall, sometime in the fall of 1949 T was asked to 
investigate the interest which had been shown on the part of a good 
many rank-and-file members of labor unions in Senator Taft's 
ampaign. 

He had received some communications which I did not see but which 
I was told about, and some contacts with people around the State 
who had reported to him the interest of some labor unron membei 
in his reelection, in favor of his reelection. 
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I was asked if I could conveniently, in connection with my spare 
time, investigate that interest to see how extensive it was, whether 
it was real and might be something that could be expanded as an 
effective part of the Taft campaign. 

Mr. Margouts. Excuse me, Mr. Carr, was this in the fall of 1949? 

Mr. Carr. That was in the fall of 19 

Mr. Marcouts. About what month / 

hag Carr. As I recall, the first time I was contacted in that respect 

, 1 believe, early September of 1949, 

"ene, I did not have an opportunity to make any contacts 
in this connection because of my other responsibility to my company, 
until along in late September when I was able to make two or three 
investigations of this interest about which I speak, and then no more 
until I think late October or middle November, and I picked them up 
as I went along in my regular travels where I could, where I could 
do SO. 

Mr. Mareorts. You say you were contacted. By whom were you 
contacted ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I was called by Mr. Gradison on the phone and asked if 
I could undertake this. 

Mr. Marcgouts. In 19494 

Mr. Carr. Yes, 1949. 

Mr. Marcouts. In September of 1949 ¢ 

Mr. Carr. In September of 1949. You see, I had gone in to see 
Mr. Tate one time when I was in Cincinnati in connection with a radio 

convention, and told him that what I could do in my spare time in 
connection with Senator Taft’s reelection I would be glad to do, 
ind had offered my ig ge Soma way. 

Mr. MARGOLIS. Did Mr. Tate suggest that you should see labor 
leaders ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No. 

Mr. Margouts. That was your own idea / 

Mr. Carr. No, no. That came as a call from Mr. Gradison, who 
said that they were in the preliminary stages of setting up some of 
the committee work and preliminary planning, and that they wanted 

to determine just how real this interest was on which they had been 
getting reports from people around the State. 

Margouts. And what did you do to determine whether there 
was such interest ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, on occasion, as I would be in some of the towns in 
which we have newspapers and radio stations, | would talk with some 
of the local Republican leaders, some of the people who had volun- 
teered their services in the Taft campaign in those particular cities, 
to determine if they knew of any members of labor unions who had 
expressed themselves as being in favor of Senator Taft ’s reelection, 

nd after many, many inquiries, in some cases I was finally able to 
find perhaps one man in a town who was interested to the point of 

eing willing to take some leadership in developing a committee in 
it city of labor union members in behalf of Senator Taft’s election. 

Mr. Mareouts. Mr. Carr, could you estimate how many trips you 
made on behalf of the Labor I zeague throughout Ohio / 

Mr. Carr. Yes: I think I could. 

Mr. Marcouts. You were living in Canton at this time? 

Mr. Carr. IT was living in Canton, yes. 


~1644—52——-26 
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Mr. Marcouis. And you visited Cincinnati and Columbus? 

Mr. Carr. Cincinnati. ts connection with my regular job I have 
to go to Cleveland quite regularly, to Akron. In fact, I am hoping 
to get to Akron on Monday ; to Cincinnati. 

I referred to attending a convention in Cincinnati in connection with 
iny job, Portsmouth, Marion, East Liverpool, Salem, Steubenville, 
and Lronton. 

Now all of those cities were not cities that I visited in connection 
with the Labor League. Those were cities in which I have regular 
business contacts in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. Marcoris. You made no special trips, then, for the Labor 
League ? 

Mr. Carr. Later in the campaign, in the later weeks of the cam- 
paign IT made some special trips in connection with the Labor League, 
yes. 

Mr. Marcorts. I see. Mr. Carr, did you prepare any copy for the 
Labor League for 2 ft, any newspaper copy or pamphlets? 

Mr. Carr. Yes; 1 prepared some copy for what was known as the 
Buckeye Labor News, which was a publication representating Senator 
faft’s policies and views on legislation, his votes in the Senate, his 
position on matters primarily pertaining to labor legislation and mat- 
ters in which the average working man and woman of the State would 
be interested. 

Mr. Mareours. And that was put out under the auspices of the 
Labor League for Taft / 

Mr. Carr. That was put out under the auspices of the Labor League 
for Taft, Willis O. Hall, chairman, yes. 

Mr. Marcouts. Did you have an official title in the organization ? 

Mr. Carr. No. 

\Ir. Maregouts. Were you paid at all? 

Mr. Carr. No. 

Mr. Marcorts. Were you paid for any trips that you made on their 
behalf ¢ 

Mr. Carr. In the latter weeks of the campaign when I made some 
trips which were specifically for the Taft campaign purposes, and | 
was not on any official business for my company at all, the Taft for 
Senate Committee paid my expenses. 

Mr. Marcouis. The Taft for Senate Committee, but not the Labor 
League for Taft / 

Mr. Carr. No. 

Mr. Maregouts. Mr. Carr, I ask you to identify if you can this copy 
which was issued by the Labor League for Taft, Willis O. Hall, Liver 
pool, Ohio. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I can identify this, Mr. Margolis. This is what is 
known as a publicity clip sheet, and is a compilation of stories, news 
aper stores and pictures about the Labor League for Taft issued by 
he Labor League for Taft. Willis O. Hall. 

Mr. Maregouts. And you had nothing to do with the preparation ? 

Mr. Carr. No. 

Mr. Marcoits. Do you recognize a release issued by the Labor 
League for Taft on September 28, 1950 emerging from the Dixie Ter 
minal Building, Cincinnati, Ohio, Willis O. Hall, acting chairman, 
apparently a mimeograph ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I recognize this. 


} 
i 
1 
t 
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Mr. Marcorts. And Mr. Carr, is this a copy of the Buckeye Labor 
News to which you previously referred 4 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Marconris. Mr. Chairman, I request that the pamphlet showing 
various clippings from Ohio newspapers and issued by the Labor 
League for Taft, Willis O. Hall, 410 Blakely, Mast Liverpool, Ohio, be 
marked as “Exhibit No. 176." 

Senator Monroney. Without objection it is so ordered. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 176” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Marcorts. And I ask that the mimeographed release issued by 
the Labor League for Taft, 708 Dixie Terminal Building, and begin 
ning with the sentence: 
rhe time has come for every one of the thousands of union members and other 


workers in Ohio to want Bob Taft reelected to the United States Senate this year 


[ request that that be marked as “Exhibit 177.” 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 177” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Marcouts. And I request that the Buckeye Labor News previ- 
ously referred to be marked as “Exhibit 178.” 

(‘The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 178” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Marcouis. Now, Mr. Carr, you said previously that some of your 
later trips during the campaign were paid for by Mr. Gradison’s com 
mittee, the Taft for Senate Committee of Cincinnati. 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Mr. Marcotis. Would you know in your capacity as a volunteer 
worker whether the Labor League for Taft filed a report W th the 
secretary of state in Columbus / 

Mr. Carr. Asa volunteer worked in the campaign who was ¢ losely 

n contact with the Labor League, 1 am sure that there was no report 
tiled by the Labor League for Taft. 

Mr. Marcouts. There was no report filed ? 

Mr. Carr. No report filed by the Labor League for Taft. 

Mr. Marcouts. Are you familiar with the reason for the failure to 
file a report ¢ 

Mr. Carr. You are referring to a report of contributions and expe 
ditures / 

Mr. Marcgours. That is right. 

Mr. Carr. Because the Labor League for Taft did hot solicit Ol 
ollect or raise any money for the campaign, nor did they make any 
expenditures on their own, 

The entire Labor League for Taft operation was a part of the Taft 
for Senate Committee, over-all committee operation, and the expenses 
of the Labor League for Taft were a part of Mr. Gradison’s report 
which he has filed. 

Mr. M ARGOLIS. SO that all of the expenses ot the Labor League Lol 
aft will be show non the disbursement side / 

Mr. Carr. That is right. 

Mr. Marcorts. Is there any relation between the Labor League fo 
aft and the District Labor League for Taft / 

We seem to have a copy of a report filed in Columbus by the District 
Labor League for ‘Taft. Edwin Py, Morgan was the chairman and 
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treasurer of that, and we have contributions of $1,200 and one expendi 
ture of 31,200. That expenditure was made evidently for printed 
matter to the Zanesville Publishing Co. 

Mr. Carr. Edwin L. Morgan ¢ 

Mr. Mareouts. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. Edwin L. Morgan, as I remember, was the chairman of 
the Labor League for Taft in the Zanesville, Ohio, area where he had 
organized an area committee made up of a number of small towns in 
the vicinity of Zanesville. 

I do recall late in the campaign Mr. Morgan reported, I believe, to 
Mr. Hall, the chairman, or to someone connected, or perhaps to Mr. 
Gradison, that his local committee or the area committee had spon- 
sored an ad in the campaign during, I think, the closing weeks. 

Mr. Marcouts. I think you could tell from the report when the 
expenditure was made. 

Mr. Carr. Where do you find that? I mean the exact date of the 
expenditure ¢ 

Mr. Marcouts. I think if you turn the two pages, you will find that. 

Mr. Carr. This has no’ date, I believe, Mr. Margolis. Zanesville 
Publishing Co., $1,200. 

Mr. Marcouts. But no date? 

Mr. Carr. Unless | am not reading it correctly. 

Mr. Marcos. Perhaps the d ite was omitted inadvertently. 

Mr. Carr. That, however, would have been a strictly local function 
of a Labor League for Taft Committee in that area, and would not 
have been a part of the over-all State committee operation. 

Mr. Marcouts. Was the District Labor League a subsidiary of your 
organization’ Were you the Central League ? 

Mr. Carr. The Labor League was set up as a State-wide committee 
under the chairmanship of Willis Hall. The State-wide committee 
was made up of the chairmen of each one of the local committees. Mr. 
Morgan was chairman of the area around Zanesville, and as such was 
a member of the committee. 

Mr. Marcouts. Mr. Carr, were you the president of the Canton 
Chamber of Commerce at one time ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I was at one time. 

Mr. Marcouis. When was that, sir 

Mr. Carr. I think from 1947 to 1948. 

Mr. Marcouis. And then you were working for the Brush-Moore 
newspapers. What was your capacity in your employment ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I have charge of the Brush-Moore radio stations, the 
two stations. 

Mr. Marcouits. How was the recruiting of members for the Labor 
League for Taft managed ¢ 

Mr. Carr. After the few preliminary contacts which I made which 
determined the interest of no more than say five or six I believe in the 
original contacts that I made, the group itself took on the job of ex 


panding the organization into other cities in Ohio, 

For instance, the chairman in Marion, Ohio, knew a man in Bucyrus, 
which is a nearby town. The same is true of Ashland and Mansfield 
and SO On, and It grew very gradually as a Siate committee through 
the efforts of the committee chairman in each community. 

Mr. MARGOLIS. What was necessary to become a member of the Labor 
eacue for Taft ? 
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Mr. Carr. I think perhaps you will want to ask Mr. Hall that 
juestion, 

Mr. Marcouts. O. K., I will withdraw it. 

Mr. CARR. Because he was State chairman. He was the contact be- 
tween the Taft for Senate Committee and the Labor League for Taft 

nsofar as helping to advise and supervise their activities. 

Mr. Marcouis. Mr. Carr, did you contact Mr. Marion Patton, of 
Dayton, as a member or organizer ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No: I did not make a contact with Mr. Patton. Mr. 
Patton became interested in the Labor League through the efforts of 
some of the other city chairmen in that area, and e xpressed an interest 
to become a part of the organization, and later on became chairman 

of the Dayton area. 

I had no contact with Mr. Patton previous to the time that he be- 
ame a member of the Labor League for Taft. 

Mr. Margoris. Do you have any membership lists or would Mr. 
Hall ? 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Hall has a complete list of the so-called State com- 
mittee with their names and addresses, and I have a copy here, if you 
would like me to produce it now. 

Mr. Marcouts. I think we can defer that for Mr. Hall. 

Mr. Carr. And they in turn, the committee chairmen in each city 
would probably to this day have the list of the members, people who 
were members in their own community. 

Mr. Mareouis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Carr, I notice in this district Labor League 
for Taft under the statement of receipts and expenditures, that $1,200 
raised was in two donations of $600 each, and I wondered if you could 
identify which union Mr. E. C. Moore or Mr, J. J. Gorman belong to 
who were the donors listed at S600 each. 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know, Mr. Chairman, because that expenditure 
and those contributions took place as a part of the local committee 
activity of the Labor League in the Zanesville area. 

Senator Monronry. You could not say whether these are working- 
men / 

Mr. Carr. No: I couldn't. 

Senator Monroney. Laboring men or not ? 

Mr. Carr. No; I couldn't. 

Senator Monroney. Who gave $600 each ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I do not know. 

Senator Monroney. The other funds that were used for financing 
the organization came from Mr. Gradison, I believe you said? 

Mr. Carr. Yes: and are reported as a part of his report. 

Senator Monroney. Is it your belief that those funds came from 
labor sources or were they from other donations? 

Mr. Carr. There was no solicitation of funds among the members 
of the Labor League for Taft. T recall that very subject being brought 
up in one of their committee meetings, and it was debated to some 
extent, and they finally determined that they did not want to go to 
their fellow members of the unions and friends and ask for mone y 
for contributions to the campaign. 

However, I do know of a number of cases in which members of the 
Labor League for Taft made small contributions to the Taft for 
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Senate campaign in their own names which were reported as a part 
of the regular report. 

Senator Monroney. You don’t know how much was spent by the 
Labor League for Taft ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Oh, yes; I do. It was something a little over $19,000, is 
the figure in Mr. Gradison’s report as the total expenditure for this 
effort. 

Senator Monroney. And would you say that $1.000 or 8500 of that 
money came from actual me smbers of the organization 4 

Mr. Carr. Oh, I don’t know. 

Senator Monroney. Not that much ? 

Mr. Carr. F don’t know. 

Senator Monroney. You would have some idea, wouldn't you? 

Mr. Carr. No: I really don’t. 

Senator Monronry. The 19,000 you don’t believe came from the 
laboring men, do you? 

Mr. Carr. Oh, no. I don’t know, Mr. Chairman, that any of it 
that as Labor League members they did not make any contributions 
They made contributions as individuals. 

Senator Monroney. It was a completely satellite organization, then, 
to the Taft for Senate Club, at least so far as financing is concerned ¢ 

Mr. Carr. It was another one of the committees set up within the 
Taft for Senate organization, similar to the physicians, firemen, 
and so on. 

Senator Monroney. I don’t think I caught the number of men you 
said you had. 

Mr. Carr. The total membership just before the election, after the 
local committees in some 24 to 26 industrial areas had put on a mem- 
bership drive, as I recall the figure, was 10,691. 

Senator Monroney. And they had all signed up? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. I have no further questions. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Carr, were the members of the Labor League 
working people ¢ | 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Senator Smira. And did you know, personally know, any of the 
leaders or the me mbe rs ot the UnLONS ot the Li ibor Le: agmue ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes; by the end of the campaign I had become acquainted 
with all of the chairmen of the local committees throughout the State 

Senator Surry. And you knew them to be union people ¢ 

Mr. ¢ CARR. Oh, yes, indeed. 

Senator Smiru. And you yourself had contact with them ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. Senator, there was one case in which the chairma: 
of a local group was not a member of a union. 

In that one case. which was Youngstown, Ohio, the man who was 
chairman there had worked with a small group of union members i1 
local city campaigns at times in the past. 

He interested himself in finding someone to set up a labor league 
for Taft in the Y Se area, and got a group of men together 
for that purpose, all of whom are union members. 

They did not want to go on with the organization unless this one 
man agreed to be the chairman, and the one man I am re ferring t: 
in this case was not a member of a union. 
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Senator Smrru. And were some labor leaders members of the 
league ¢ 

Mr. Carr. All the other members of the committee in Youngstown 
were members of the labor unions. 

Senator Smrru. Were any of them labor leaders making up the 
membership of the league / 

Mr. Carr. As time went on it did develop that some of the men 
who became members of the Labor League for Taft held minor offices 
in unions, and in fact in the case of Trumbull County, the chairman 
of the Labor League for Taft there, who was Mr. Otto Lyman, was 
a member of the CIO United Steel Workers, had held an oflice I 
think as treasurer, although I am not sure of that, of the Trumbull 
County Council of the C 1O steelworkers and resigners his oflice during 
the campaign. 

The chairman in Massillon, Ohio, had been for a number of years 
the president of his local union of the A. F. of L. water workers. 

Senator Smiru. Do you know whether any members of the unions 
provided any of the funds for the oper: ation and activities of the 
Labor League ? 

Mr. Carr. As I understand the question, did any members of the 
Labor League provide funds for the operation of it 4 

Senator Smrru. Did they make any contributions in any way ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Senator, they may have made some contributions direct 
to the Taft for Senate Committee as individuals, but I know of no 
case in Which a member of the Labor League for Taft contributed 
any money to the Labor League for Taft for strictly the Labor League 
for Taft oper: ations. 

Senator Smiru. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Where did you get your $19,000 figure for the 
amount spent’ Did you kee Pp books on the e xpe nditures ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No; I ran no finances in connection with anythin 

Sens — Monroney. There is no breakdown whatsoever in re as 
filed by the Taft for Senate Club. We do see the name of Willis Hall 
for travel, postage, distribution of literature $75, for Mr. Edwin 
Morgan $275 for the same purpose, and apparently the expenses up 
to the $19,000 which you give us as the figure must have been integrated 
within the other efforts. 

Mr. Carr. I haven’t seen the reports, Senator. I don’t know exactly 
how it is set up. 

senator MoNRONEY. It would be impossible for analysis because 
there is no separate recap or anything of the Labor League for Taft, 
and only by picking out these two names which I have heard now 
can you find that the money was being disbursed. 

There is another one, Willis Hall, August 22, tr: ate postage, dis 
tribution of literature, S100, $150, so ap yparently 1 was considered 
to be j PS apart of the regular expenditure of the ¢ ‘ub. 

Mr. Carr. That is right. 

il Monroney. The committee has no more questions. 

We hope you can make the plane, and thank you very much for 
your testimony. 

Mr. Carr. Thank you very much. 

Senator Monroney. We are trying to accommodate these witnesses 
who have earlier planes toecatch. I belie ve Mr. Hall has the next plane 
toecateh. Will Mr. Hall come forward, please. 
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Mr Hall, will youstand. Will you state your name. 

Mr. Haru. Willis O. Hall. 

Senator Monronery. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give in this case shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Hau. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIS 0. HALL 


Senator Monroney. Will you identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Hatx. Willis O. Hall, East Liverpool, Ohio, 410 Lincoln Street. 

Senator Monroney. And your occupation, Mr. Hall ? 

Mr. Hatin. Lama potter. Nota porter, a potter. 

Senator Monroney. I see. You are affiliated with a union organi- 
zation, are you? 

Mr. Haw. Local 124 of the National Brotherhood of Operative 
Potters, A. F. of L. 

Senator Monroney. Would you state your title that you had with 
the Labor League for Taft ? 

Mr. Hatz. Well, on a meeting in July of 1950, I think I stepped out. 
When I came back I found I was acting chairman of the Labor League. 
That is just about the story. I wasn’t there to defend myself. 

Senator Monronry. Counsel may question. 

Mr. Moore. That was in July 19! 502 

Mr. Hau. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. What activities did you perform on behalf of the labor 
league from that point on? 

Mr. Hatz. Well, I mostly continued my job as area chairman in 
the East Liverpool district. 

However, I was in contact with the headquarters in Cincinnati rela- 
tive to news releases and things of that kind that might come up, and 
presided over meetings. 

Mr. Moore. Now, in July 1950, were there any full-time employees 
of the Labor League for Taft ? 

Mr. Haw. Not on July 14,1 don’t think. 

Mr. Moore. Do you know a Howard Reynolds? 

Mr. Haw, I do. 

Mr. Moore. Was he a full-time employee after July 1950? 

Mr. Hau. He had a job in which he was used full time, not by the 
Labor League, but he was employed in the campaign. 

Mr. Moore. But not in connection with the activities of the Labor 
League. 

Mr. Hau. Well. yes and no. Some of his activities were part of 
the Labor League work, and some of them were in connection with the 
visits of Senator Taft to the areas where meetings were arranged, 
where he could meet labor people, and he did go and more or less check 
arrangements and see that the place was set up properly. 

Mr. Moor. Where was the office of the Labor League for Taft? 

Mr. Haury. Well, I had a desk up in my bedroom. if you want to 
call that the office. All of the work was carried on at the Cincinnati 
office, that is, the typing, except any letter that I personally typed. 

Mr. Moors. Well, when you say all the work was carried on at the 
Cincinnati office, you mean the office of Mr. Gradison ? 

Mr. Hau. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Moore. How many members of the Labor League for Taft were 
there / 

Mr. Havv. Well, as Mr. Carr testified, just before the campaign 
closed we had approximately 10,691 who had signed up. 

Mr. Moore. How did they sign up for membership / 

Mr. Haru. Well, we had a card—to begin with. in order to get the 
committee organized—lL wasn’t there at the initial meeting, I came in 
later—they had a small ecard in which certain information was asked, 
including their desire to help elect the Senator. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have a copy of that membership form with you ¢ 

Mr. Hau. I have. 

Mr. Moore. Will vou produce it, please ‘ 

I request, Mr. C hairman, that this document about to be submitted, 
be marked as “Exhibit No. 179.” 

Senator Monroney. Without objection so ordered. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 179” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Hawi. You will have to wait until I get it. 

Mr. Moorr. Were the members expected to contribute to the Labor 
League for Taft ? 

Mr. Hatin. No. We decided against any contributions by the mem 
bers. We felt that if we got into the contributions, rece ipts ‘and expen- 
ditures, it would entail a lot of work, because we weren't able to be— 
to devote full time to it, we cannot handle it, and we decided against 
any or ‘itation of funds so that, of course, entailed no expenditures of 
money by the league as a league. 

Mr. Moore. Did you receive any sums ot money for your own efforts 
in this connection / 

Mr. Hau. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. What sums did you receive ? 

Mr. Hatz. Well, it was decided to reimburse any member of the 
central committee who paid money out in travel or gasoline or in 
setting up meetings, to enlist new members, or anything of that kind. 
The actual expense that we incurred, we were allowed to submit a bill 
and receive that, so no loss would be entailed by the member in carrving 
on the work , 

Mr. Moors. It was just periodic expense accounts, is that right / 

Mr. Hauw. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Did you receive anything in the way of compensation 
for your services ¢ 

Mr. Harn. Well, I think when I went down to Cincinnati for the 
radio show, or for the television show, and to Cleveland, and on one or 
two other oecasions, I lost some time at the plant, and I was reim 
bursed for that. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, when there were rallies, Mr. Hall. would the 
expenses be borne by the Taft for Senate Committee ? 

Mr. Haun. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. In other words, you had no funds, the Labor League for 
Taft, as such, had no funds to defray such expenses; is that correct ? 

Mr. Hatx. That is correct. 

Mr. Moore. All items of expense which were incurred were reim 
bursed by the Taft for Senate Committee ¢ 

Mr. Hau. That is right; they paid the bill. 

Mr. Moorr. By someone on Mr. Gradison’s staff; is that correct 
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Mr. Haut. All the checks I got were made out by the auditor, I 
believe. 

Mr. Moorr. Were any threats made against members of this organ 
ization by members of other organizations 

Mr. Haui. Must we go into that? On a couple of occasions I be 
lieve there were threats made. 

Mr. Moore. On a couple of occasions, you say ? 

Mr. Harz. Yes; that I can recall. 

Mr. Moore. Would you say on two occasions only? 

Mr. Have. Well, I can recall two occasions. 

Mr. Moore. In what cities ¢ 

Mr. Haun. I think in Marion, Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. At Marion, Ohio? 

Mr. Hau. It was out in that section somewhere. Then there was 
another party that lost his honorary life membership for being active 
in the Labor League; one man lost his job as treasurer for his activities 
in the Labor League for Taft. 

Mr. Moore. Did the Labor League for Taft issue any publications, 
Mr. Hall? 

Mr. Hani. We had one paper that we issued, one page. 

Mr. Moore. That document is already in evidence. 

Mr. Hats. That has been submitted as evidence. 

Mr. Moore. Have you a copy of a publication entitled “The Labor 
World,” bearing the caption “Ohio edition,” for September 1950? 
Apparently it is a publication appearing in Pittsburgh, Pa., and the 
publication which I show you has Senator Taft’s picture on the front 
page, 

I ask, Mr. Chairman, that that be marked for identification as 
“Exhibit No. 180.” 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, so ordered, 

(The publication above referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 180” 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Was that circulated by your organization ? 

Mr. Hai. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. Moore. Have you ever seen that publication before, Mr. Hall? 

Mr. Hauu. I received similar publications from similar groups like 
this, but I threw them in the wastebasket, as a general rule. 

Mr. Moore. Did you retain the membership list of the Labor League 
for Taft members ? 

Mr. Harty. Well, I have the copy of the area chairman and after 
we completed our central committee we then adopted what we called 
the three-a-week-card, which each member of the Labor League was 
given, and in which he endeavored to have three new members sign 
up, and in that way the league was further expanded. 

Mr. Moore. And is the card which you have in your hand a sample 
of that three-a-week card ? 

Mr. Hau. It is. 

Mr. Moore. I request, Mr. Chairman, that that be marked for iden- 
tification as “Exhibit No. 181.” 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The card above referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 181” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
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Mr. Moore. Do you have any other cards or corre spondence or liter- 
ature in connection with the Labor League for Taft to submit to the 
committee at this time? 

Mr. Harz. Well, what have you there? What all has been sub- 
mitted 7 I thing about the only thing | could do would be to make 
duplicate of what you have—it would be a duplication of what you 
already have. | think the Senator submitted—— 

Mr. Moorr. Well, you have been in attendance at these hearings, 
have you not / 

Mr. Haus. [ don’t know—I was not here on Monday, and I don't 
know what the Senator submitted. 

Mr. Moorr. It appears that we do have the mate rial here, unless you 
have something else. 

Mr. Hari. Well, T have some here if you want to look at it after, 
if you don’t have it—— 

Mr. Moore. Yes. I wonder if you would produce it for examina 
tion by the staff? 

Mr. Hay. Yes; I will be glad to. 

Mr. Moore. Thank you, Mr. Hall. Ihave nothing else. 

Senator Monroney. They are for the examination by the staff / 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. You stated, I believe, Mr. Hall, that these were 
incidental expenses. I notice that on payrolls that were coming out 
with regularity on May 4, that you were drawing for the months that 
I have alre ady checked, you were dr awing regularly $75 a month. 

Mr. Haru. Well, I began, I believe it was, in Mare . I am not sure. 
Our expenses started, that is, the expenses of certain committeemen 
started some time in December, I believe, the first meeting was held 
and, of course, the proposition was made, as I understand it, that 
incidental expenses would be borne by the Taft for Senate Committee. 

Senator Monroney. But isn’t it rather singularly strange that they 
happen to be $75, and they happen to be submitted each month for the 

same amount ¢ 

Mr. Haun. Well, it is not regularly every month, is it ? 

Senator Monroney. I just have he ‘re the list that I have run down 
very casually. 

Mr. Haru. I am not familiar with how the checks were made to the 
area chairman. That was taken care of in the Cincinnati office, and 
I did not see 

Senator Monroney. All the area chairmen were paid ? 

Mr. Hatz. That is, they received money to cover their expenses. 

Senator Monronery. And their expenses happened to be the same 
amount each month ? 

Mr. Haus. Well, reports were supposed to be made and charged 
against that amount. 

Senator Monroney. It is fantastic, though, that Mr. Howard Rey- 
nolds’ expenses just happened to hit $200 every month, largely, and 
they went up to $250, I note. 

Mr. Hatw. From what date is that? 

Senator Monroney. This report goes back to May 4. 

Mr. Hatz. Was Mr. Reynolds rece iving $200 ? 

Senator Monronry. Yes, sir. On May 4 you received $75, Mr. 
Reynolds $200, Mr. Morgan $100. This Mr. Morgan, I presume, was 
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chairman and treasurer of the District Labor League for Taft at what 
was it, Zanesville, Ohio ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. On June 9, you received $75; Mr. Reynolds re 
ceived $200, Mr. Morgan $200; on July 5, you received $75, Mr. Rey- 
nolds $250, Mr. Morgan $200; on August 1 you received $75, Mr. Rey- 
nolds received $150, at that time on August 15, and Mr. Morgan 
received $275; on August 22, you received $100, and Mr. Rey nolds re 
ceived—tie was passed on that payroll, and so was Mr. Morgan; but 
on September 8, Mr. Reynolds received two checks, one for $100 and 
the other for $250, and Mr. Morgan received $275, so we have the 
regular listing there, which looks, which bears a resemblance to a 
regular campaign office payroll rather than incidental expenses that 
would vary a great deal from one month to the next. 

Mr. Haun. The only thing I can say in regard to that is that they 
were given that because of the distance they had to cover, perhaps, and 
because of the number of people that they might have to meet. 

Senator Monroney. But I thought you said these were expense 
moneys. It bears all the earmarks of being salary checks. 

Mr. Hauu. Do you think you could 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Reynolds on October 7 received $250. Mr. 
Edwin Morgan, on October 7, received $275. Mr. Willis O. Hall re- 
ceived his $75. It comes out even each month, and it is kind of singu- 
lar that could be just expense money. 

Was it not, as a matter of fact, a salary arrangement that was made 
at the start of the campaign, and these three men that we are dis 
cussing here were on the campaign payroll ¢ 

Mr. Haut. Do you think that $50 would be a salary ? 

Senator Monronry. For the extra work, surely. These other boys 
were recieving 

Mr. Hatx. Did you ever try to go around a county or an area and 
spend your gasoline, your time, and your money, and arrange meetings, 
and do it with $50? 

Senator Monroney. I do not know as to how much territory you 
were covering there, whether you were covering the State or whethe 
you were covering 

Mr. Hatz. At the beginning, I just covered the county. Now, | 
would like to clarify my prev _ statement regarding Mr. Reynolds 
| thought it was after July 14, but according to that, he was on the 
payroll previously 

Senator Monronry. Did you know Mr. Marion Patten? 

Mr. Haru. Yes. . 

Senator Monroney. Was he active in the Labor League for Taft? 

Mr. Hay. He was. 

Senator Monronry. And he was receiving about $200, apparently, 

month, and 

Mr. Haury. We had other committeemen working with us, and we 
of course, gave them something to pay for their gas and incidenta! 
expenses out of what we got. 

Senator Monronry. Who is William Hughes? 

Mr. Hari. William Hughes? 

Senator Monroney. Yes; do you know him? 

Mr. Hay. I do not recall the name. 

Senator Monroney. Do you know an Edward Meredith ? 
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Mr. Hauu. Yes. 
Senator Monronry. What oflice did he hold? What area did he 
represent ¢ 
Mr. Hauu. 1 would have to get the sheet. I do not recall offhand. 
I am sure I put it in here. 
Senator Monronry. You do not need to identify the area. But 
he is active in the Labor League for Taft, is he not ¢ 
Mr. Haun. Yes. 
Senator Monroney. All right. How about E. G. Schilling? 
Mr. Hauu. Yes. 
Senator Monronry. He was active in the Labor League for Taft ? 
Mr. Hauu. Yes. 
Senator Monroney. He was drawing $100 a month. 
Mr. John McMuldren, do you know him ? 
Mr. Haun. Yes. 
Senator Monronry. One hundred and twenty-five dollars. Mr. 
Hall, we have already recited that. 
Mr. Otto Layman. Was he in the organization ? 
Mr. Haun. Yes. 
Senator Monroney. He was drawing money. 
Mr. John C. Duke, Jr. ? 
Mr. Haunt. Yes. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. James E. Barnes, .Jr. / 
Mr. Haun. Yes. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Fred Roos? 
Mr. Hauu. Is that “Ross” or “Roos” ? 
Senator Monroney. Roos, I guess: (spelling) R-o-o-s. 
Mr. Hann. Roos, from Cincinnati ? 
Senator Monroney. Yes. 
Mr. Hawn. Yes. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Donald Lawson / 
Mr. Haun. Yes: Springfield. 
Senator Monroney. Yes. 
Mr. Haun. Yes. 
Senator Monroney. Mr. Vincent Vick? 
Mr. Haun. Yes. 
Mr. Moorr. Mr. Hall, I would like to give you a list which purports 
to be a list of the employees of the Labor League, and I wish you 
ould identify them and state whether or not this, to the best of your 
| formation and behef, is a correct copy ot the employees of that 




























ommittee. 

Mr. Hau. I assume this is correct. However, I did not have any 

ng to do with arranging these sums. 

Mr. Moorr. No. That is correct. But the names which appear on 
iat list, are they 

Mr. Hawi. Yes: practically identical. There are one or two i 
ances where there has been a change, for some reason. 

Mr. Moore. What I want to know, though, Mr. Hall, is. is that a 
omplete list of allthe persons W ho are employed by the Labor League ¢ 

Mr. HLAt Le | would say it Was, insofar as | know, to the best ot nis 
nowledge, anyway. 

Senator Monroney. And those were the main leaders of the Labor 
ieague in the State of Ohio? 
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Mr. Hane. Those were the area chairmen, to which money was sent, 

I say, to provide for the activities of the area chairmen and thei 
city chairmen. 

Senator Monronry. Do you still, under oath, want the committee 
to believe that those figures are expense moneys, or a prearranged 
smount that the man was to receive, which would inelude his time. 
some ot his time, and incidental expenses ¢ 

Mr. Hany. In the agreement, as | understand it, it was not viewed 
asasalary. It was merely to cover incidental expenses, anything that 
we spent out of pocket. 

Senator Monroney. But you will note from those figures that they 
are rounded out and usually pretty generally the same amount each 
inonth, which would indicate that there was a prearranged amount 
that they were going to get for doing whatever work they were doing 
for the Labor League for Taft, which would include, perhaps, some 
of their expenses. 

Mr. Hau. It is expense money. If you want to call it a salary, 
1 am not going to argue about it. But in each instance, as I look over 
the list, knowing the areas that the men had to cover and the amounts 
received, I do not think they got anything for their time, with the 
exception of Mr. Reynolds and myself, because I know the work that 
some of them had to do, the amount of money that was hecessary to 
hold the meetings, provide the meeting hall, and things of that kind, 
nnd to go and get complete arrangements. Maybe they had a little 
luncheon to bring out a little enthusiasm in the meeting, or something 

f that kind. But so far as being paid for the actual work they did, 
l am going to reiterate that outside of Mr. Reynolds and the few days 
that I received because of loss of work, I don’t think that they can be 
classified as salary. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith ? 

Senator Smirru. Mr. Hall, did you ever give an itemized statement 

n any of these expenditures to justify the money that was coming in? 

Mr. Hatw. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. To the people that gave you the checks? 

Mr. Hauy. I sent mine to Cincinnat, yes. 

Senator Monroney. And it just happened to be $75 a month ¢ 

Mr. Hani. It was not $75 in my case. Where I went to appear on 
a television show, or something like that, with hotel, meals, and gaso 
line. to and from, and if I lost time at work, that was included in that. 
But it was only reimbursement for money that was necessary for me 
to get there. 

Senator SairH. Did these other people who got those amounts, 
those regular amounts, give itemized accounts for what they wer 
vetting ? 

Mor. H LLL. They were supposed To. 

Senator Smiru. Do you know whether they did or not ? 

Mr. Hay. I saw them coming in. I didn’t check them personally. 
I think they were forwarded on. 

Senator Smiru. Was it broken down in the small amounts. such as 
gasoline, so much, and two luncheons so much 7 

Mr. HAL. | had mine broken down. It Was supposed to be broke) 
down. If they traveled so many miles, they were allowed 6 cents 


1) oallons oft 


le for gasoline 


Senator Samira. Did you say that you did break vours down / 
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Mr. Haw. Yes. 

Senator Smrrn. But you don’t know for sure about the other ones 
Mr. Haru. I could not say. 

Senator Smiru. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Hi ax. AS ] Say, | cid hot do any bookkeeping whatsoever. 
=t acted as the chairman at the meetings, and all the bookkeepu 
Was taken care of elsewhere. 

Senator Smiru. Now, does the staff have any of the itemized state 
ments that go to make up these fees of S875 and $100 that Mr. Hall says 
were provided to justify the expenditures 

Mr. Moore. No, we do not, Senator. 

Senator SMiru. Do you have any of those ¢ 

Mr. Han. Nothing other than my own copy. 

Senator Smirriu. Do you have those? Would vou be willing to su 
nut to the committee one copy of the itemized statement that you had 
sent in to make this up‘ 

Mr. Haun. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Asa matter of fact, then, almost all of the di 
trict leaders of the Labor League for Taft were men who were rece1\ 
ng at least some compensation, whether it was salary or expenses 
helping to organize / 

Mr. Hau. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. And this money was coming direct from the 
Taft for Senate Club? 

Mr. Hatu. Yes. 


Senator Monroney. Do vou know of 


1 
') 


cui \ funds that you or tl 


other members raised among laboring members to help the Taft can 


palon ¢ 


Mr. H ALL. The only instance Was when, | believe, Mr. Moore calle | 
me from Columbus. Well, [ was informed of it perhaps a day or two 
before. But Mr. Moore, I believe it was, had contacted Mr. Moreat 
n Zanesville. 

Mr. Moore. You mean Mr. Lynch may have contacted him? 

Mr. Haw. Mr. Lynch. I beg your pardon. Mr. Lynch had con 
tacted Mr. Morgan in Zanesville, and he called me up, and that was the 
first time that I knew that any area chairman in the league had raised 
any funds, because we did not want that done. So anything regarding 
raising of funds or the expenditure of that money, I know nothing 
woourt. 

Senator Monroney. It all came from the regular Taft headquarters, 
the S19,000 that it was testified here was spent by the Labor Leacue / 

Mr. Hauu. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. And he always considered it as the parent o1 
vanization 4 

Mr. Hatt. With the exception of that separate statement filed, all 
the rest of it came from the—— 

Senator Monronry. Yes. Do vou know, Mr. E. C. Moore, of Zanes 

lle, and whiat WnIOn he belongs to? 

Mr. H ALL. Mr. EK. GF Moore / 

esehbator MONRONEY. Mr. KE. ‘. Moore and Mr. ab: ed. Grorman are 
reported by Mr. Kdward L. Morgan to have subser ibed SOOO en fo! 
h advertisement that apparently ran in Zanesville. 

Mr. Haun. T just said, Senator, that IT do not know anything abo 
le receipt or expenditure of that money. T did not know ab 


1 t 
Crviil 
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til a couple of days before Mr. Lynch called me up, and that was be- 
eause Mr. Morgan had been contacted about it. That was the first 
I knew. 

Senator Monroney. But you do not know who Mr. Moore or Mr. 
Gorman are associated with ? 

Mr. HAtu. I do not. 

Senator Monroney. Whether they are operators of a business or 
whether they are workingmen ? 

Mr. Haru. I could not say. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

That is all I have. 

Do you have anything? 

Senator Smiru. I have nothing further. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, the document to which you are referring 
I request be marked as exhibit No, 182, being the statement of moneys 
received by Willis O. Hall, chairman, and other members of the 1950 
Labor for Taft Committee. 

Senator Monroney. Very well. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 182” 
for identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Monroney. Are there further questions / 

(No response. ) 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Hall. We hope you 
will be able to catch your plane. We appreciate your coming here 
and giving up your time at the potter’s trade to testify. 

IT understand Mr. Hall is losing $27 a day. 

Mr. Haru. | renner experience. I think I will get to see you 
on some other occasions. I am on the national legislative committee 
of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. And since you asked me for some 
thing, am going to ask you for something. 

Senator Monroney. ‘Thank you very much. 

The next witness will be Rev. D. R. Shar pe. 

Reverend Sharpe, will you raise your hand ¢ 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give in th 
case shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
he Ip you (sod ¢ 

Reverend SHarpr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF REV. D. R. SHARPE, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, 
CLEVELAND BAPTIST ASSOCIATION 


Senator Monroney. You might state your identification. 

Reverend Suarrr. Mr. Chairman, I have a very brief statement | 
would like to read, if am pe rmitted. 

Senator Monroney. That would probably help expedite the bus! 
ness of the committee. Does your statement identify your occupation 
and where you are presently e mploy ed? 

Reverend SHARPE. Yes. 

Mr. Moore, Excuse me, Dr. Sharpe. Do you have additional 


copies ¢ 
Reverend Suarre. I beg your pardon ? 
Mr. Moore. Do you have additional copies of your statement ? 
Reverend SHarre. I have a copy for you. 
Senator Monroney. You may proceed. 
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Reverend Suaree. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
lam D. R. Sharpe, a voting citizen of the city of Cleveland, Ohio. 
My occupation is that of a church administrator. I have been for 27 
years executive secretary of the Cleveland Baptist Association. 

In political matters I firmly believe I can only speak as a private 
citizen and can join with other private citizens who wish to make 
felt their concern for sound morals and ethics in politics and through 
this in government. Since assuming my employment in Cleveland, 
[ have regularly interested myself in political and civic affairs of the 
city, State, and National Government. I have supported candidates 
for all types of public office, whether they be mayors, councilmen, 
judges, school board members, Congressmen, Senators, governors, 
or President. In this effort I have supported candidates of both the 
major parties, Catholic, Protestant, Jew and gentile, Negro and white, 
foreign-born or native-born alike. In other words, I have always 
sought to advance the successful candidacy of men or women who in 
my judgment would render to our citizenry the highest type of public 
service within the framework of our democratic society. 

About 16 years ago at the urging of friends who valued my leader- 
ship in this field, we formed the Church Civie League, a voluntary, 
independent, unincorporated organization, without political affili- 
ations, which served as an organized vehicle for religious interest in 
politices for myself and those of my friends and colleagues who wished 
to join in this effort. 

In every election, municipal, State, and national, for the past 16 
years, the league has endorsed candidates for office and recommended 
adoption of certain public issues before the electorate. Among candi- 
dates endorsed and supported by the league are Associate Justice Har- 
old Burton, both in his mayoralty and senatorial elections; Senator 
Robert Taft in 1944; Ohio's present Governor, Frank Lausche, when a 
candidate for judge, mayor and governor; Congressman Bolton, Cros- 
ser and Feighan in some of their campaigns. These are some of the 
a candidates. The unsuccessful ones, for that reason, would 
not be known to you except one whose « ‘ampaign has, in part, at least, 
provoke od the present inquiry V, unely, Jose ph T. Fe sreuson. 

I should like to digress briefly to explain my concern for political 
action which I regret to say is somewhat unusual among leaders of 
the church. Especially is this true among leaders of the Protestant 
faith. But why should this be unusual when we commonly accept and 
welcome participation by commerce, farmers, labor, and industry ? 

| have heard it said, although I have not verified it, that George 
Washington said, “Politics is the most honorable occupation of a man 
i a democracy.” Whether he said it or not, it is sound philosophy 
for a democracy. 

I have practiced and advocated extensive and intensive participa- 
tion of the church in politics. The presence of world totalitarianism 
makes politics one of the chief concerns of religion today. 

Religion’s political task is to foster and develop an attitude that 
fights social evils, formulates ethical standards for the analysis of so- 
cial problems requiring a political solution, organizes all religious 
faiths for action in the realm of citizenship on a high level, and makes 
its own fellowship stand for a way of life that is a rebuke to social 
wrong. 


21644—52 
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All churches in the respective faiths need to regard politics as one 
of today’s moral frontiers. Church leaders should stop labeling 
politics as corrupt and begin to actively support incorruptible poli 
ticlans. 

It is my firm belief that the woods are full of honest, upright, indus 
trious, incorruptible men and women in our National, State, and local 
government. 
~ J want to interpolate, I make that statement with one idea in mind, 
which I hope to develop a little later, and that is that [am very much 
concerned with, and am unalterably opposed to, the smear campaign 
that is being conducted all across our country. 

In my recent book, Call to Christian Action, I said: 

The church must soil its lily-white hands in the grime of politics if our politi 
cal house is to be cleansed and set in order. It simply will not do for Christians 
to remain outside the political arena and allow inferior and self-seeking indi 
viduals to gain office. Pork-barrel politics is the end result of a pussyfooting 
church. 

In the Bible, which all of you know and cherish, Jesus of Nazareth 
said: 

I was hungry, and ye fed me; naked, and ye clothed me; sick and in prison, 
and ye came unto me. 

Food, clothing, shelter, and the operation of prisons are frequently 
affected by government or are the full responsibility of government, 
which in turn is dependent upon the kind of officehol lers we elect. 
Whether by the statement I attributed to George Washington or the 
words of Jesus of Nazareth in the Bible, there is a mandate upon reli 
gious leaders to participate in the political process. 

This digression in explanation of my participation in politics brings 
us to the question before this committee. 

In 1944 Senator Taft came to my office and said he would be beaten 
by down-State opposition unless he could muster extra votes in the 
Cleveland area. He believed I should help him increase his Cleve- 
land vote. Before I decided to support him, I asked him to state his 
position on a Federal Fair Employment Practices Act with adequate 
enforcement provisions, on other civil rights, on low-rent public hous 
ing, and a Federal mental health program. Because he at that time 
promised to give support and vote for these questions, our church 
civic league arranged a luncheon for several hundred religious leaders 
and workers. 

Mr. Taft reaflirmed these promises which he made to me personally 
We helped get him elected by a majority given to him in Cleveland 
When he returned to Washington as Senator, I was not satisfied with 
his support to FEPC, to low-rent housing, et cetera. 

For these and other reasons, which I shall quickly give, I decided 
to oppose him in 1950. 

When I had openly supported Mr. Taft in 1944, I received no public 
criticism from my Democratic friends. Now in 1950, bitter criticism 
because I opposed him. 

I was told that it was because Mr. Ferguson was a Catholic and 
that the forces opposed to Mr, Taft were Communistic. As one who 
believes that religion is a personal matter between a man and his 
God, and therefore has no place in deciding the fitness of a politic: al 
candidate, 1 decided to fight this issue as I had in the case of Al 
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Smith in 1928 and Governor Lausche in 1946. In this effort, I em- 
ployed radio, letters, newspaper, and public address. 

I knew most of the labor leaders in Ohio, including Jack Kroll, 
end I know labor. I knew these leaders to be God-fearing men who 
are loyal citizens of this land of the brave and the free. 

When they were smeared as Communists and when Mr. Ferguson 
was set out as a Roman Catholic, honorable committeemen, if you will 
excuse me, I will say as a minister, I got angry. 

I knew then I had to stand with them and their candidate against 
whose integrity no one has been able to puta finger. 

I have this one last paragraph. 

I would suggest some simple rules for making it impossible to spend 
vast sums of mone Vy toe ‘lect the candidates to office and for preventing 
~ use of dishonest and malicious campaign literature: 

A maximum amount of expenditure fixed per candidate ; 

_ Asingle finance committee with a treasurer for each party; 
3. All contributions from e very source whatsoever to be paid to the 
central finance committee and all expenses disbursed therefrom by a 
— treasurer; 

These expenses to cover radio, newspaper advertisements, bill 
i rds, literature, printing, speeches, citizens’ committees, expenses of 
candidates, and every other item of expense; 

All contributions and expense should be made public, it being an 
illegal offense to contribute or expend otherwise. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is the written statement. I should like to 
elaborate just briefly the point about religion. 

I think it was one of the five major factors that got Mr. Taft his 
very large vote in Ohio. It is true that there was a bill before the 
legis lature in Ohio several years ago re aid to the paroc hial schools. 
The feeling engendered then has pretty much died away. I was chair 
man of the State committee in opposition to that bill at that time, and 
followed it ve ry closely. 

This religious feeling was raised in 1946, when the Ohio Council 
of Churches sent out their telegram at that time setting out the re 
ligion of each candidate. At that time, that telegram went sufficiently 
early to permit the formation of an Ohio Citizens’ Committee of 
Protestants. ‘That committee was formed in Cleveland. It was 
backed by the newspapers quite | generally. 

I know our own newspapers in Cleveland backed it. We had time 
in 1946 to offset what we considered to be a smear against Governor 
Lausche because he was a Catholic. 

Now, again this year, I think the first word that we got was a word 
which came at the end of September. On September 27, this was sent 
tomy office. The heading reads: 


2 


Full Text of Excerpt Taken From Methodist District Superintendent to 
Clergymen Under His Jurisdiction in Madison County, Ohio. 


This isthe note: 


Vote! Vote! Vote! Vote! Have you read the book American Freedom and 
na Power? Last week it was reported that only one State office is held 
by a Protestant. It was further reported to our area cabinet that there was only 
one Protestant, Nye, of Waverly, on the Democratic ticket. Will you urge all 
your people to exercise their American heritage and vote this fall? If we fail 
to do this, “Democracy fails.” 


Then came to my office a telegram— 
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Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we might interrupt the 
witness to find out the nature of the document from which he just 
quoted. We would like to have it marked. 

Senator Monronry. Yes. We would have to identify that docu 
ment that you just quoted. 

Reverend Suarrr. You may have anything that I have. 

Mr. Moorr. Dr. Sharpe, do you have the publication, the Metho- 
dist District Superintendent, from which this excerpt has been taken / 

Reverend Suarre. Just the quote came to me, and I think you have 
the original. 

Mr. Moore. You believe that we have the original 

Reverend Sarre. I believe I gave it to your staff, or a member of 
your staff, when they called upon me. 

Mr. Moore. This excerpt is dated September 27, 1950. 

Reverend SHarpe. That isa photostatic copy. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, we will examine the files of the staff to 
ascertain whether we do have the original publication from which 
this was taken. In that event, 1 suggest that the document be marked 
for identification as an exhibit. In the event that we do not have it, 
we will communicate with Dr. Sharpe and attempt to obtain the pub 
lication. 

Senator Monronry. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 183° 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Monroney. You may proceed, Dr. Sharpe. 

Reverend SHarpr. Then, at this time, I decided that I would do 
what I could to offset this campaign. I got a copy of the Stoneburner 
letter and then 1 received nothing further until the telegrams, one 
telegram of November 1, addressed to Rev. R. L. Pobst, 1100 Scho 
tield Building, Cleveland, a former associate of mine, and that tele 
gram has already been read. ‘That is the one on the University of 
Michigan studies. 

The next one I got was the letter which the Ohio council sent out, 
and to that I sent a telegram on November 1, a copy of which | 
have here, Mr. Moore. I think you have a copy of that. 

Mr. Moorr. May I see it é 

Reverend SHarre. The copy of my telegram to Dr. Lamb, in an 
swer to their communication sent out to the ministers. 

Senator Monroney. How long is it, Reverend ¢ 

Reverend SHarre. I beg pardon? 

Senator Monronry. How long is the telegram / 

Reverend SuHarpr. Well, it is—— 

Senator Monroney. You may read it. 

I find that we have a copy of that which we can admit into tli 
record in the interest of saving time, and the committee will study 
it. 

Reverend Suarpe. I sent telegrams to Senator Robert Taft, and t: 
Mr. Joseph D. Ferguson, asking to repudiate publicly this sort of 
thing. I have had replies from both; I had a reply from both, and 
you have the replies, too. 

Senator MoNnRONEY. They will be placed in the record, 
Mr. Moore. Exhibit numbers, Mr. Chairman, are 184 and 185. 
(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 184." 
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and “Exhibit No. 185,” for identification, and will be found in ‘the 
tiles of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Monroney. Would counsel care to ask the witness some 
questions ¢ 

Reverend SHarpe. May I just make this one single statement ? 

Senator Monronery. Yes. 

Reverend SHarre. Whatever the motive behind these telegrams and 
letters was, I cannot say and I cannot judge. I do know the result, 
however, was very serious indeed in dividing our people in Ohio, and 
I believe that it not only stirred up great dissension, but a great deal 
of fear and anxiety, which cost Mr. Ferguson a great many votes. 
Phat iS my opinion, 

Senator Monroney. Thank you, sir, for your statement. 

The committee counsel will now interrogate you. 

Mr. Moore. Dr. Sharpe, would you care to say why the Church 
Civic League did not file a report in ¢ ‘olumbus? “W hy they did not 
tile a report of receipts and expenditures? Is it your opinion that it 
was not engaged in political activity ¢ 

Reverend Suarpr. Yes. We got some money from the CIO and 
the A. F. of L., and we filed our statement covering those expenditures 
in detail on the CLIO-PAC. They were submitted to the Government. 
Jevond that, we felt it was our own business. 

Mr. Moorr. How much money did you receive in all, Dr. Sharpe ? 

Reverend Suarre. We received $1,000 from the CIO, $1,500 from 
the A. F. of L. 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Reverend SHarpe. Those two amounts covered pretty well the ex 
penditures which we incurred. The statement, however, which I sub 
mitted, shows an expenditure—— 

Mr. Moore. If I can interrupt you a moment, what statement are 
you referring to, a statement which you submitted? Where did you 
submit that statement, Mr. Sharpe? 

Reverend Suarrr. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Moore. To whom was that statement submitted / 

Reverend Suarrr. It was submited to the CIO-PAC. 

Mr. Moorr. Do vou have a copy of it with you? 

Reverend Suarre. Yes, sir. I hi ive a COpy ‘here, Mr. Moore, giving 
the total expense of the Church Civie League from September 18 to 
November 13: a total of $3,613.65. All of this money was not ex 
pended in connection with my work in and through the Church Civi: 
League in this campaign. 

Mr. Moore. Did you receive contributions from some other source. 
too, Doctor ” ; 

Reverend Suarre. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. What was that source / 

Reverend Suarrr. The third last item, Mr. Moore, on the state 
ment, shows $164.16 paid to the Allerton Hotel. That was for a 
luncheon, The people who had lunch paid that. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, I am a Baptist clergyman, and I never have 
i meeting without having a free offering, and some of these mone ys 

ame through free offerings at my meetings. 

Mr. Moore. To whom was that report rendered, Doctor ? 

Reverend Suarre. This report here? 

Mr. Moorr. Yes, to whom was that submitted ? 
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Reverend Suarre. This report was rendered to Mr. Clayman of the 
CIO-PAC. 

Mr. Moors. And is the report which you have in your hands, and 
this report which you have handed up—are they identical ? 

Reverend Sarre. I think, Mr. Moore, that the report that I sent 
to Mr. Clayman—I have not seen that, but I think it was $2,800- 
$2,800 and something. 

Now, the only person who received any salary—I did not receive 
any money. 

Mr. Moore. My question is, is there any other report that you made? 

Reverend Suarre. No other report that I made excepting this, I 
think, is a copy of what I sent to Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. Moorr. Now did you send one to Mr. Hannah by any chance? 

Reverend Suarre. No. 

Mr. Moore. Did you receive any contributions from the Political 
Education League, AFL Political Education League / 

Reverend Suarrve. 1 got my money from Mr. Clayman, and IT un- 
derstood that 1,000 of it was from the CIO and 1,500 from AFL. 
They had helped me in many, many instances in connection with my 
C1VIC work. 

Mr. Moorr. But you rendered just one report and that was to Mr. 
Clayman ¢ 

Reverend Suarre. And 1 got my check from Mr. Clayman so I 
rendered the report to him. 

Mr. Moorr. Did you get two individual checks from Mr. Clayman? 

Reverend Suarrve. TL think I did. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, I request that the list of expenses of 
the Chureh Civie League handed up by Dr. Sharpe be marked 
exhibit No. 186. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection it is so ordered, 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No, 186” 
und will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Did you publish any communications, Dr. Sharpe dur 
ing the course of the campaign / 

Reverend Suarrer. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have those communications with you? 

Reverend Suarpr. I do. The Churchman’s Stake in Politics was 
sent out in our mailing, and its full text of D. R. Sharpe’s endorse- 
ment of Joseph T. Ferguson was sent out. 

Mr. Moore. Did you send out press releases, Doctor ? 

Reverend Suarpre. I did. 

Mr. Moor . Do you have copies of those press releases also? 

Reverend Suarre. Yes; IL think your staff has copies of all my 
press releases, 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, I request that the two leaflets referred 
to by Dr. Sharpe, together with es imens of the news releases of the 
Chureh Civie League be marked as “Exhibit No. 187.” 

Senator Monronry. Without hinction. it is so ordered. 

(The docun ht above referred to Was marked “Exhibit No. 187” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. Dr. Sh: irpe, except for this expense account, did you 
kee ‘pany books of account for the Church Civie League / 

Reverend Sr arpe. No. 

Mr. Moore. Did you engage in radio broadcasting ? 
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Reverend Sarre. The radio broadcasting was done under the 
auspices of the Joseph T. Ferguson Citizens Committee of Cleveland. 
[ did the broadcasting. ‘They did the arranging and paid the bills, 
I presume, I hope. 

Mr. Moore. But in all events the Church Civie League did not pay 
any of the bills. Did your Church Civie League, Doctor, take any 
action concerning the Stoneburner letter ? 

Reverend Suarrr. Well, we considered that our action covered all 
those documents, telegrams, letters which we disliked very much and 
which we opposed rather vehemently. 

Mr. Moore. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Any questions, Senator Smith ¢ 

Senator Smiru. No. 

Senator Monronrey. Thank you very much, Dr. Sharpe, for being 
here and giving us the benefit of your information and advice, par- 
ticularly in regard to the ways of improving our election machinery. 

The next witness is Mr. Conner, who has an 8 o'clock plane to cate h. 
Will Mr. Conner come forward ? 

Mr. Conner, will you state your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Conner. Yes; Arthur L. Conner. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Conner, do you solemnly swear the testi- 
mony you are about. to give in this case will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing bu the truth, so he ‘Ip you, God ¢ 

Mr. Conner. I do. 

Senator Monroney. We appreciate very much your being here wait- 

patiently for the committee to get to you. You may identify 
yourself as to your occupation. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR L. CONNER 


Mr. Moore. Will you please state your full name, Mr. Conner / 
Mr. Conner. Arthur L. Conner. 

Mr. Moorr. And you reside mm what city ¢ 

Mir. Conner. Cleveland. Ohio. 

Mir. Moore. And your occupation, Mr. Conner 

Mr. Conner. I an. nolt-emmaphoryed 

Mr. Moore, 3 Self employed | 1 What business / 


Mr. Conner. The selling om! piace advertising. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Conner, you have been in attendance at these hear 

Os and you have heard te stimony, have you not, concerning what 
has been referred to as the free-enterprise system / 

Mr. Conner. I don’t know whether there was any reference to that 
While IT was here. Was there? 1 didn't pay any attention to it, if 
there w as, 


Mr. Moore. Well, you are familiar with the series of advertisements 
which have been presented in evidence here in a prochure entitled 
‘The Free Enterprise System” ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Yes, very much. 

Mir. Moorr. Now, then, were you at one time employed by the Colum- 
bus Dispatch ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Well, I had a contract with the Columbus Dispatch in 
Various periods over the last 10 years. 

Mr. Moorr. Will you describe for the subcommittee the part you 
plaved in connection with the free-enterprise series / 
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Mr. Conner. Yes, I will be glad to. 1 was employed by the Colum 
bus Dispatch and I was asked to sell a series of pages campaigning 
on Americanism, and I didn’t want to undertake it in heu of the 
fact that I thought it was too small. 

There was sufficient involved to be of interest to me, but I suggested 
that if they could tie up a half a dozen or a dozen other newspapers, 
then it would be big enough. 

A campaign on Americanism to be at all effective should have a 
broader scope than simply limited to the 225,000 circulation of the 
Dispatch, so I suggested and Lou Hill agreed, the publishers of the 
Columbus Dispatch, that it would be a very practical thing to enlist 
a dozen more metropolitan newspapers. 

It was just as easy to sell it for a dozen newspapers as it would be 
for one, so I was engaged to sell the advertising, strictly from a com 
mercial standpoint. I was engaged also to write these pages, but | 
didn’t write them. I just wrote one of them and had some supervision 
over the remaining nine pages. My work primarily was to go out 
and get the money, to make the sales, to make these pages possible. 

Mr. Moorr. Was the idea for the series conceived by you? 

Mr. Conner. Yes, generally, campaigning on Americanism, and 
may I add, counselor, that there had been a series of some 30 pages 
along similar lines prior to this dated way back to 1942, 1944, 1946, 
1948, 1950, pages on Americanism, on post wi ir plans, on economy, 
against communism, the usual bromides. 

Mr. Moors. Did you have anything to do with these other publi 
cations ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Oh, yes. With the other publications ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. Conner. The other 12 newspapers? Oh, yes, I officially repre 
sented them. I represented the group of 13 newspapers. 

Mr. Moorr. No; I meant did you have naything to do with the series 
of these institutional advertisements appearing prior to 1950? 

Mr. Conner. Oh, yes; I not only had something to do with them; 
I wrote them and I sold them. 

Mr. Moore. I see. 

Did you testify how many of the advertisements in the 1950 series 
were prepared by you / 

Mr. Conner. Yes, one; the first one on Americanism versus 
communism. 

Mr. Moore. And who wrote the others? 

Mr. Conner. The general staff of the Dispatch, the copy board, and 
I had functional jurisdiction over the text. If there is anything that 
I wanted to take exception to, I could. 

The original houats was for me to write them, but getting out and 
selling 130 pages of advertising took a bit of doing, so they relieved mi 
of that responsibility, and the general board or the general staff of the 
Dispatch wrote them. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, what procedure did you follow in selling the 
advertisements / 

Mr. Conner. Well, I made calls, mostly industrialists, called on 
them. 

Mr. Moore. In the State of Ohio? 

Mr. Conner. Principally in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. But also outside the State? 
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Mr. Conner. Yes; New York, Detroit, Chicago. 

Mr. Moore. And you traveled outside the State, as well as wit hin the 
confines of the State: is that right ? 

Mr. Conner. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Moors. Do vou have with vou, Mr. Conner, any of the literature 
which you used, solicitation letters, and so on, in connection with your 
sale of advertisements / 

Mr. Conner. Yes; but you have it. It was given to you there. 

Mr. Moore. This document entitled “Foreword” ? 

Mr. Conner. Yes: I wrote that. 

Mr. Moore. You wrote that ? 

Mr. Conner. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Conner, I show you a piece of paper with the cap 
tion “Foreword,” and at. the bottom of it the name of the Columbus 
Dispatch, and ask if you will please identify that. 

Mr. Conner. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. What does that represent, Mr. Conner / 

Mr. Conner. Well, it represents a little piece of literature that in 
calling on an industrialist and presenting your cause so that he would 
have some memorandum, the object of your call after you had left, 
that would be informative for his records. 

Mr. Moore. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that that be marked for identi- 
fication as “Exhibit No. 188.” 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 188” for 
de ntification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, you testified, Mr. Conner, that this was 
prepared by you ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Referring to page.2, 1 read as follows: 

The year 1950 will be a most important one to business and industry generally. 
This is particularly true in Ohio. A strong educational campaign is therefore 
both timely and appropriate 

Mr. Conner. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. Would you care to explain the reasons why you made 
the point that the year 1950, the campaign would be partic ularly im- 
portant in the State of Ohio? 

Mr. Conner. Well, it was an election year. Is that what you want 
me to say! 

Mr. Moore. I don’t want you to say anything but what you want to 
Say. 

Mr. Conner. It was an election year, and then also there were many 
communistie disturbances in Ohio. Many. There were several which 
made it expedient and practical to promote the campaign on Ameri- 
canism to rather offset that. 

‘or instance, there had been a communistic uprising outside the 
Timken plant in Columbus, and it caused quite a stir. I guess the 
Communists were asked to leave by the police, or invited to leave, and 
there were many disturbing things that came up in 1950 or that would 
come up, so what more logical than a vigorous campaign on Ameri- 
canism through the vehicle of the newspapers. It sounds logical. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, what period of time was contemplated for 
the publication of these advertisements / 

Mr. Conner. Just as soon as sufficient money was raised to pay for 

le pages, 
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You see, there were 13 newspapers and there would be 10 full pages, 
which meant a-total of 130 pages, and in order to make the publication 
possible, it involved the raising of an approximate $80,000, no mean 
job when you go out to sell Americanism. 

If vou are selling lots of other commodities, fine, but there is lots 
of resistance and it takes plenty of time and a bit of doing. 

Mr. Moore. But, as a matter of fact, didn’t these advertisements 
appear during the period September to November ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Moore. Did they appear thereafter during the year 1950 ¢ 

Mr. Conner. No, none after. 

Mr. Moore. And have they appeared in 1951? 

Mr. Conner. Oh, no; we had no further money. 

Mr. Moore. Is it entirely coincidencé therefore that they appeared 
only in the 2 months prior to election in 1950? 

Mr. (CONNER. The publication ot the pages Was predicated on the 
sale, and until the sales were consummated and completed, could not 
ul dertake the publication, and by Labor Day Ol shortly after we h id 
sufficient money to immediately start publicat on of the pages. Now. 
whether that is a coincidence or whether it is an incident or what it is, 
you W 1] } ive To determ ne, 


Sinator Monroney. Wil 


1 
| 


vou vield meht there / 


Mir. \I MORE, Yes. senator. 
Senator Monroney. As a matter of fact, the dates September 
through November mieht have encouraged more people to make the 


money available, would it not, in that period ¢ 

Mr. ConneR. That is a moot question. lL don't know. 

senavtol MONRON} wa Money did come in di nye that period ¢ 

Mr. Conner. The money didn't come in. I went after it. 

Senator Monroney. But it was secured during that period / 

Mr. CONNER. It was secured before the LOth ot September. l 
started selling this campalgn in the middle of November 1949, and 
there was some doubt in May as to whether or not we would get 
sufficient money to publish 10 pages. As a matter of fact, there was 
considerable concern. 

Senator Monroney. But as vou got closer to election, the question of 
advert IsSIng Americanism became easier to raise the money for ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Well, I wouldn't say that so much as I worked a little 
harder then. I had taken it easy. 

Mr. Moorr. When did you say, Mr. Conner, that your selling efforts 
commenced ¢ 

Mr. ConNER. About the middle of November. 

Mr. Moore. Your selling activities / 

Mr. Conner. Yes, in 1949. 

Mr. Moore. I see. Now, at that time did you have copies of the 
proposed advertisements with you? 

Mr. Conner. No. 

Mr. Moorr. When were these reprints prepared, and I am referring 
to exhibit No. 1134 

Mr. Conner. After the complete publication, the Dispatch, which 
does a lot of promotion work in order to show advertising agencies, 
other publishers and interested individuals that they were in the fore- 
front of doing a lot of good, constructive promot ion, reproduced those. 
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Mr. Moore. Well, now, didn’t you in making vour solicitations have 
any material with you to show what the advertisements would be lik 

Mr. Conner. Just one page. 

Mr. Moore. Was that this document ? 

Mr. ConNER. The first page on Americanism versus 
‘| hat was the one ] wrote, | knew the contents ot that. 

Senator SmirH. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt t! 

Mr. Conner, when I] questioned Mr. Clayn u abou 
Americanism versus cohimunism, hye sac, ana Lam que { 

Cesthmony : 

My guess is—and I say this advisedly, 
for this ad or framed the ad specificalh 
assist Mr. ‘Taft 

Would you comment on that, since you wrote 

Mr. Conner. Mr. Clayman is entitled to his o] 

Senator Smiri. You wrote the ad, did you not / 

Mr. Conner. Ye 

Senator Smiru. Did you write 

Mr. Conner. May I counter your question 
have read it or not. that page ¢ 

Senator Smrru. I am asking the question, 

Mr. Conner. Would you repeat it again, 

Senator SmMirun. Yes. I read you a quot 
testimony yesterday. 

Mr. Conner. Yes. 

Senator SmMiri. Do you want me to repeat 

Mr. (‘ON NER. No: you don't need to repeat 

Senator SmMiru. | asked you for your comm 
wrote the ad. 

Mr. CONNER. IT wa 
point that it was a Strong ; 

l have no interest in Senator T 
met him, and I didn’t vote for him. 

Senator Smirn. And you did not write it with Mr. Taft in m 

Mr. Conner. Mr. Taft, I say I don't know him, and I don’t 
ticularly like him. 

Senator Smirn. IT asked you a question, Mr. Conner. I asked you 
if you had Mr. Taft in mind ¢ 

Mr. Conner. No: I definitely did not. 

Senator Smiru. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Conner. No. 

Mr. Moore. But it is your testimony that you prepared Americanism 
versus Communism, the first advertisement ? 

Mr. Conner. Yes: I did that one. 

Mr. Moore. And that was your sales document, is that meht? 

Mr. Conner. In projecting the sales’ talk, I said that this was a 
sample or an example of the tenor or the format of the pages that would 
follow, and the subject matter of the pages would be Communism, Free 
Enterprise, Taxes, the Four Pillars of Democracy . the Preservation of 
the Chureh, the Home, the School, the usual 

Mr. Moore. And at that time the format on that had not been 


completed ¢ 
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Mr. Conner. No, it had not been completed. 

Mr. Moore. Except the text? 

Mr. Conner. Even the text had not been completed in July when 
the other pages were to be written. 

Mr. Moorr. But this first page 

Mr. Conner. The first article was printed the first day, the day I 
started out to make a sale, I had the first page printed. 

Mr. Moorr. How much did you receive for your efforts ? 

Mr. Conner. $21,000 gross. 

Mr. Moorr. What was your net ? 

Mr. Conner. About $3,000. There were costs, traveling, selling: 
I had a couple of other men who assisted me, one man who made 
some $20,000 worth of sales, and another man who made $3,000 or 
$4,000. I paid my own expenses out of that $21,000. 

Mr. Moorr. What was the tot: al amount received ? 

Mr. Conner. Approximately $78,000, $79,000, $80,000. 

Mr. Moorr. Have you seen the copy of exhibit 114 which purports 
to be a list of the companies which contributed—— 

Mr. Conner. Yes; I have a copy of that. 

Mr. Moore. Are these—since you are familiar with them, Mr. 
Conner, can you state for the record whether these names here repre- 
sent corporations, partnerships, or private individuals? 

Mr. Conner. Most corporations, some concerns, and I doubt if 
there are more than one or two instances of any personal subscription. 
There was no cash accepted. Everything was payable by check, and 
payable to the Columbus Dispatch. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you know how m: ny individuals contributed ? 

Mr. Conner. I would have to estimate now, and I didn’t count 
them. I think there were between 250 and 300. That is a complete 
list that you have there. 

Mr. Moorr. No; I mean persons, individual persons, rather than 
corporate entities or partnerships. 

Mr. Conner. Vaguely I recall one personal—an instance of one 
personal check, somebody who was presumably overly cautious, and 
gave me his personal check. 

Mr. Moore. Now, then, at the bottom of the page of these adver 
tisements there is a statement, “This is one of a series of important 
message brought to the public’s attention by public-spirited indi- 
viduals and organizations.” 

Mr. Conner. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. Your recollection is that there was only one individual, 
is that right? 

Mr. Conner. There may have been more, but that is all I can recall. 
They were mostly corporations. 

Mr. Moore. But you used the word “organizations” rather than 
“corporations,” is that not so? 

Mr. Conner. Will you read it again? What does it say? 

Mr. Moore (reading) : 

This is one of a series of important messages brought to the public’s attentior 
by public-spirited individuals and organizations, 

Mr. Conner. Yes. 

Senator Smiru. Have you left that question and were you going 
to something else ? 
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Mr. Moore. Well, I think the witness asked me what my question 
Was. 

Mr. Conner. That wording is not mine peculiarly; it goes 
through—— 

Mr. Moore. It is not your wording ¢ 

Mr. Conner. No. 

Mr. Moorr. Whose wording is it ? 

Mr. Conner. I presume that it is the wording of the general copy 
board of the Dispatch. However, I had the right to approve or reject 
t,and I don’t recall taking any exception to it. 

Senator Monroney. It was rather misleading for a series of sig 
cuts on ads. 

Mr. Conner. No; I would not think so. 

Senator Monroney. It was practically all but two, I believe you 
said, they were all corporations—all but 12 being corporations and 
carrying a sig cut on it, and saying, “This is one of a series of important 
messages brought to the public’s attention by public -spirited indivi 
duals and organizations.” The word “corporation” is not mentioned. 
“Organization,” would you think in plain English would refer—do 
you think that was a proper identification of the sponsorship ¢ 
~ Mr. Conner. Well, I think, Senator, that it was wholly discretionary 
with the men who published the paper, and who accepted the adver- 
tising, to accept that. 

Senator Monroney. But you are an old, experienced advertising 
Mian. 

Mr. Conner. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. And a sig cut on the bottom of an ad 


s like 
1 Slonature on a check, and to refer to it as Individuals and organiza 
tions would leave a connotation that it is not the sponsorship that was 

truly represented by the names on it. 

Mr. CoNNER. Well. I will concede that as betwee nachoice of niceties, 
perhaps, the way you put it would be the better way “A expressing it 

Senator Samirn. The only niceties that are involved are, it seems to 
ue, is it not a misleading statement if you are re aly asa matter of 
honesty about 269, with 12 individuals and 269 corporations ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Well, perhaps the fellow who put that wording dow) 
onstrued a corporation as being an organization: maybe he didn’t 
vive it sufficient thought. 

Senator Monroney. But even the word “organizatior 
tome to properly identify a corporation. 

Mr. Conner. I think had they added “corporations.” that would 
have been better and more explicit and more comprehensive. 

Senator Monroney. Since 269 of the people were corporations, 
herefore it was cone ealing, | Ina way, by a question of semantics the 
irue sponsorehip of the ad, don’t vou agree / 

Mr. Conner. Yes. It would have been more pri actical, I think 
more explanatory, to have put the word “corporations” in there. 

Senator Monroney. In selling this series did you tell how it was 
voing to be signed or did they tell you whether they wished their names 


» be used in the ad in order to get some credit for their patriotic im 
pluses ¢ 


* does L seelll 


. and 


Mr. Conner. The only thing that I could tell them was that it had 
not been determined how these pages were to be signed. I know con- 
‘iderable thought was given to having legislators, clergymen, heads 
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of universities, newspapermen, as a group sign it as sponsors, but that 
was not carried out. 

To act as honorary sponsors for a campaign on Americanism con- 
ducted by 13 metropolitan newspapers would be kind of an honorable 
thing, I would think. 

Senator Monronry. But it would truly show the responsibility for 
the publication, inasmuch as the names of the men who had written 
the checks who had made it possible 

Mr. Conner. You mean it would not show the responsibility for 
the payment of the advertising ? 

Senator Monronry. Who was responsible for it, absolutely? I 
mean if the people feel that strongly about the ads, why, they should 
be willing to put up part of the money. 

Mr. Conner. Well, there are any number of concerns that subscribe 
to pages, and it has been the general practice over the years by good 
papers like the New York Times and the Chicago T ribune to withhold 
their names. 

The reason for that is more or less obvious. They become targets 
for solicitation from every conceivable angle. 

The United States Government encourages the publication of full- 
page messages without the printing of names attached to them. 

Senator Monronry. They also like to have names attached to them 

Mr. Conner. Well, you encourage the buying of space in magazines 
and in the newspapers and other periodicals, and it doesn’t reauire the 
publication of the name. 

Senator Monronry. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Conner, during the course of your sales campaign 
on these advertisements, did you encounter any sales resistance on the 
ground that the advertisements might. constitute political contribu- 
tions by corporations ? 

Mr. Conner. There were some concerns—well, I made, as you say, 
there in the record, 269 sales, I had, perhaps, as many turn-downs, as 
we term it, people who would not buy, and some people took exception 
to the fact that it might be construed or interpreted as being political 
oh, ves; I have heard that often, 

Mr. Moorr. Was that, perhaps, the principal reason for your turn- 
downs / 

Mr. Conner. Oh, no. There are lots of concerns who are tight and 
won't spend money on anything. Lots of times they would not give 
a reason. Lots of times I would make a sales projection or a sales 
effort and not know why I didn’t sell the man after I came out. 

Senator Monroney. Did you have any help on the preparation of 
the prospect list from anyone ¢ 

Mr. Conner. No; none. The list was my own. You see, in order 
to acquaint the committee more fully with my objective, since the 
pages were to appear in 15 different communities, Cleveland, Akron, 
Canton, Youngstown, Toledo, Cincinnati, and so on, I went into the 
particular community. 

For instance, we went into Toledo first. ‘Those pages were to ap 
pear in the Toledo Blade, and we invited the support of this campaign 
for the pages as they were to appear in the Toledo Blade. 

Now, the Toledo industrialists or the Toledo manufacturer, the 
Toledo individual would have a particular interest. in view of the fact 
that the pages were going to appear in his local newspaper. So the 
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invitation was to raise enough money to defray the cost of the pages 
as they were to be published in a particular community. 

For instance, it costs approximately $18,000 to publish some types 
of full-page advertisements, 10 full pages in the Cleveland Plain 
Dealer, where it costs $12,000 in the Cincinnati Enquirer, so my objec- 
tive was to get enogh money out of the particular communities to pay 
for the pages that appeared in that community. Some places we fell 
down and some places we went over. 

Senator Monronry. Did vou ever have any help in local introduc- 
tions to businessmen in the community? Did anyone call up and say, 
“T would like to have you talk to Mr. Conner ¢” 

Mr. Conner. Oh, no. 

Senator Monroney. You just hit them cold? 

Mr. Conner. No. I did have a letter sent out saying that a Mr. 
Arthur Conner representing the Columbus Dispatch, the Cleveland 
Plain Dealer, the Cincinnati Enquirer, and 10 aie leading metro- 
politan newspapers would call in a matter of importance, but the 
matter is strictly not political. ‘That was incorporated in the letter 
that went out. 

Senator Monronry. Who sent the letter out ? 

Mr. Conner. The Columbus Dispatch office, 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Mr. Conner. That was an introductory letter. It is pretty hard 
to go in wholly cold, and good salesmanship says that if you can open 
the door with a letter, why, that is good. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you know, Mr. Conner, whether that letter to which 
you have just referred will be included in the exhibits to be submitted 
by Mr. Gingher/ 

Mr. Conner. I think and rather imagine you have it in your files. 

Mr. Moore. My question is whether they will be submitted by Mr. 
Gingher. 

Mr. Conner. I rather imagine yes; if it is not, why, we will be 
elad to get it for you. 

Mr. Moore. In speaking a moment ago about the amount of the 
cost of the advertising campaign, what advertising rate was used / 

Mi. CONNER. Well, the original idea in the sales effort was to get 
sufficient money to justify the national advertising rate. The national 
advertising rate, as compared Lo the local advertising rate is a differ 
ence of 15 perce ht. 

In other words, national advertising is 15 percent higher than the 
local rate. We didn’t succeed, so it was run at a little bit higher than 
the local rate, but net necessarily as the national rate, and certainly 
not the political rate, which is the highest rate of all. 

Senator Monronery. These same corperations, many of them could 
have enjoyed a low local rate because of their usage of space in the 
papers ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Gener: lly no. © orpor ations—let us see, the de fini- 
tion of general adve rtising or local advertising as against national is 
where your sales effort is confined to your particular community, and 
most coneerns don’t confine their selling effort to their particular 
community, so that the national rate usually apples to their adver 
tising. 

Mr. Moore. We asked you a question a moment ago, Mr. Conner, 
about the possible sales resistance. I would like to ask you whether 
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one of your sales points was the argument that this was deductible 
from a tax viewpoint. 

Mr. Conner. I may have said that because our office at Columbus 
got a ruling from the collector of internal revenue in Columbus who 
said it was. 

Mr. Moore. Would that also be submitted by Mr. Gingher ? 

Mr. Conner. I don’t know whether it will be incorporated in Mr. 
Gingher’s reports or not. 

Mr. Moorr. May we ask that it be incorporated in his reports ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. Conner. We were very careful to find out whether or not an 
expenditure which was not political, which is the purchase of adver 
tising, was tax deductible, and as I understand it, the tax depart 
ment in Columbus so ruled. I don’t know whether they ruled it in 
writing or orally or what. That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. Moore. But your recollection is that there was an 
interpretation ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Definitely; oh, yes. 

Senator Monronry. There would be some question about it, 
whether it would be deductible or not, since the names of the people 
advertising and ee off did not appear in the advertisement. 

Mr. Conner. Well, as I understand it, Senator, the purchase of 
advertising is ethical, bapitian ate, and proper, irrespective of whether 
you make public your name incident to the advertising or not. 

Senator Monroney. I think that is something probably that the 
Revenue Committee of the Senate should take up rather than us. 

Mr. Conner. That is my understanding, but that does not make 
it so. 

Senator Monroney. So that might be looked at because advertis 
ing is a business expense for the promotion of that business, and I 
often wonder whether some of those deductions that are made in the 
interests of civic affairs and other things are promoting that indi 
vidual business. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, isn’t the interpretation dependent 
upon whether they know that it is a political advertisement or not / 

Mr. Conner. What is that ? 

Senator Smirn. Isn't it whether they know whether the advertising 
is political or not? 

Mr. Conner. If advertising is political it must be so labeled by the 
publication. 

Senator Smirn. Then, we must get the interpretation of the ad, must 
we not, to really recognize whether it is a political ad or not ? 

Mr. Conner. Yes; a whole lot, Senator Smith, depends on who is 
doing the inter preting, too. 

Senator SmirnH. That is why I asked the question. 

May I refer again here to Mr. Clayman’s testimony, and in answer to 
my question, read his statement ? 

Then why isn’t it pretty good advertising for the public generally to get them 
to go to the polls and vote’ 

Mr. Clayman answered: 

You know, I have discovered this, Mr. Smith. This has been since the elec 
tion. Every time one of the corporations wants to make—since the election, 
and this unfortunately I don't have the kind of research that Mr. Taft has and 
I haven’t brought this stuff to you, but since the election every time one of these 
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corporations wants to make this kind of an argument about the Fourth of July, 
about Americanism, and all that sort of thing, they have signed their name to 
the ads because they want the advantage of the advertisement. 

Before the election they did not, because if they had signed their name, the 
cat would have been out of the bag, and people would have been able to realize the 
real motivation and import of the ad. 

Was there some discussion as to whether those names were to be 
ised or not, did T understand you to say ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Yes: we had discussed it. 

Senator Smira. Would you comment on Mr. Clayman’s testimony ¢ 

Mr. Conner. All I can comment on is that it is Mr. Clayman’s opin 
ion, and I think he is entitled to it. 

Senator SmitH. But when you were discussing whether the names 
would be used or not, what did you think about letting the cat out of 

the bag? 

Mr. Conner. I was the one who thought it was not practical to 
ention the names, but there were any number of concerns who would 
iave been delighted to have put their names to it. 

After all, it was an aggressive, forceful, well-gotten-up campaign 
on Americanism. Is there somet hing to be ashamed of there / 

Senator SmirH. No; that is why I wonder why the names did not 
vo on. I would be proud of it. 

Mr. Conner. Well, expediency, and perhaps good taste, said that if 
you published these names on this campaign, then the campaign for 
eancer and the Red Cross and for heart and for this and for that 
ind for the other things, makes the man vulnerable, and he says, “Well, 
somebody said you contributed to a campaign on Americanism, and 
you ought todo this.” Even the man supported a campaign on Ameri 
canism, in order to preserve that which he has, he still is vulnerable 
when somebody else wants money from him. 

Senator Smiru. It seems to me that an ad is much stronger if the 
name isonit. Iam thinking of Republic Steel. They have not taken 
their name off since the election. 

Mr. Conner. Oh, ho; nor Timken, nor Warner and Swasey, nor 
Revere Copper. 

Senator SmirH. Then wouldn't they be susceptible as much as the 
others, to the Red Cross and the other contributions ? 

Mr. Conner. Well, Republic Steel put their name on that ad, 
but also spent $780 for this campaign. 

Senator SmirH. One more question there, too, Mr. Chairman, if you 
please. 

Mr. Conner, you have stated that you wrote only the first ad 
“Americanism versus Communism,” but you supervised the writing 
of the other nine. Would you tell us to what extent you supervised 


t / 


Mr. Conner. I had functional jurisdiction in that the pages were 
submitted to me to see whether or not they met with my approval. 
hey were not my type of message. 

lf I had written them I would have written them more briefly. 
Chere is an indulgence in polysyllabie profundity there that is 


boring. 


I would have gone in for things more brief, but somebody got a 
more facile pen and good imagination, and went to work on it, which 
sall right. 


-1644—52 
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I think they are too wordy. I had difficulty in reading them myself. 

Senator Smirn. Did it occur to you that they would be vulnerable 
if they were labeled for Taft ? 

Mr. Conner. No, | am a Democrat. 

Senator Smiru. I don't care what you are. I am just trying to find 
out about these ads. 

Mr. Conner. Does Taft have any corner on free enterprise? Does 
Taft have any corner on decency? Does Taft have any corner on the 
preservation of American ideals? Oh, no; those were written just as 
much for any candidate. My good friend Frank Lausche, many, 
many times, after these pages appeared on Sunday, Lausche spoke on 
free enterprise and on excessive spending and waste in government 

Oh, no, there is just as much here a Democratic political philosophy 
incorporated in those pages as there ever was Republican philosophy. 
Mr. ‘Taft still does not have a corner on all the nice things in the 
world. 

Joe Ferguson didn’t refer to any of those, and I don’t know as he 
made any speeches along that line. 

Senator SmirH. Again, I want to quote from Mr. Clayman, 


“Mistakes in the high places of the land are costly * * *.” 
Then I go on to read: 


What do you really think is being referred to in the heat of the campaign 
with the kind of charges Mr. Taft was making concerning mistakes in high 
places, meaning the administration? 

That was Mr. Clayman speaking. 

Mr. Conner, I am asking you these questions because we have heard 
so much about these ads. It is a pretty important thing for us to 
come to some decision as to whether they were political or not, and 
whether they had any political implication, whether or not in your 
discussion, when you were getting them ready, when you were super 

visine them, if there was some talk about some political implication 

Mr. Conner. Senator, very definitely there w: a and it was de 
termined and agree and insisted upon that neither by direction nor 
indirection could there possibly be any mention or discussion of any 
thing per se political. 

Senator SmitH. You say “they.” Who? 

Mr. Conner. The copy board of the Dispatch, and the executis 
personne! of the Dispatch. 

Senator Smitru. The people who wrote the ad or the people who 
directed it ¢ 

Mr. ConnNerR. Well, the people who would write them at the dire 
tion of those others. 

Seantor Smiru. Did anyone talk about the possibility that they 
would be charged with running political ads? 

Mr. Conner. Did an ivWhody talk about—— 

Senator Smiru. In all this discussion was there ever any reference 
that they might be ee with what would be the Yeaction / 

Mr. Conner. Well, a practical advertising man, I myself dis 
cussed, and so did Lou Hill. who was then my immediate super lor, and 
all the rest of us, that you could not approac ha Cor} Oration or a Col 
cern for a check for anything that smacked of being political, and 
that is self-evident, that a corporate check could not be issued fo 
anything political. 
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), therefore, the 13 big newspapers, with a circulation of 2,150,000 
were not going to go out and invite corporations to be in violation of 
the Corrupt Practices Act or the Hatch Act or any other act. 

Then, another thing: The 12 newspapers that were associated with 
the Columbus Dispatch would be open to indictment if they published 
these as political advertising and didn’t so label them. Now, this is 
either political advertising or it is not. 

Senator Smiru. That is what Tam trying to find out. 

Mr. Conner. If it is not political advertising, the newspapers, the 
\2 newspapers, In association with the Columbus Dispatch deserve a 
fine pat on the back for having published a strong, vigorous campaign 
on Americanism, and they have had that pat on the back from men 

n high place; oh, yes. 

Senator Smirx. Mr. Conner, I will again read from Mr. Clayman. 

Mr. Conner. Who is this Mr. Clayman? Is he the attorney for the 
CIO? 

Senator Monroney. He is a representative for the CIO. 

Senator SmMiru (reading :) 

Of course 
after quoting from the one I read— 
the implication is so clear, frankly, that I don’t know how to make it clearer 
to you, Senator. 

He did not understand why I couldn’t understand it either, as 
you do. 

Fg Conner. Well, his implication is the ap pane of one man 

ho has a rather pointed viewpoint on a lot of thing 

See me Smiru. You would not say yours was aiid would you? 

Mr. Conner. What is that 2 

Senator Smiru. You would not say yours was pointed ? 

Mr. Conner. I will tell you my viewpoint, Senator. I was in this 
thing solely from the st: indpoint of making money. I have no al 
truistic motives at all. L was not associ: ated with Ta ft or Ferguson. 
I do know and like Frank Lausche. 

had no political interest in it at all. I don’t know any politicians, 
so I was in it from the standpoint of making money, and so were the 
newspapers. 

Senator Sairu. Mr. Conner, you were doing a job, t 
some money, like a lot of us do. 

Mr. Conner. That is right. 

Senator Smirn. And you were trying to sell a job to the 
porations. 

Mr. Conner. What is that # 

Senator Smiru. You were trying to sell a job to the corporations, 
It would not make any - difference to you who they were so long as 
they bought the ad. 

Mr. Conner. I didn’t care what they were; I didn’t care if they 
vere Hindus. I had no interest in them at all; none. 

The only thing that made me sad or sick at heart was when I 
walked out without a check for $500 or $1,000, because I was on a 
2o-percent arrangement, and 5-percent bonus, and when I walked out 
without having made two or three hundred dollars, | was very much 
distressed, and my ulcer acted on it. 
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So long as I got the money I didn’t care whether they were Demo 
crats or Republicans. 

Senator Smiru. Of course, Mr. Chairman, I am sure, Mr. Conner 
does not mean he would sell any kind of an ad for money. 

Mr. Conner. I sold for the CLO, and I will sell for the A. F. of L.; 
I sold for the Newspaper Guild; I sold for the Typographical Union. 
I will sell for the Democrats next year if they have got the money or 
the Republicans. I will sell for anybody. The only “thing they have 
got to establish with me is that it is legal. | Laughter. | 

Senator Smiru. You would not sell an ad for communism, I am 
sure. 

Mr. Conner. No, although that is legal. 

Senator Smrru. You would draw the line for mone y on that. 

Mr. Conner. I mean that is legal; it is legal to be a Communist. 

Senator Smiru, That is all. 

Senator Monroney. As an experienced advertising man who must 
know the meaning and importance of captions and good copy, I just 
wondered if you, as a reasonable man, could take this ad, “How much 
tax waste can we afford?” with the fat Government spender working 
the—— 

Mr. Conner. I did not like that one either. 

Senator Monroney. Working the little public, and let us see how 
nonpolitical the lead paragraph is: 

The American taxpayer carries the world on his back. He is the victim of all 
Government waste and extravagance, the underwriter of foreign loans that turn 
out to be gifts, the financial godfather of reconstruction and redevelopment 
schemes in faraway places and so-called backward areas, and this poor guy 
holding the bag on all this vast outpouring of money is none other than you 
The billions and billions you read about of Washington spending and paying out 
comes out of your pocket regardless of race, creed, or color. 

I would hardly say that was designed to be completely bipartisan or 
nonpartisan, and I don’t believe, as an old advertising man, you would 
want this committee to believe that. 

Mr. Conner. I believe that is a bit strong myself although I would 
fall back on the old adage, the truth is mighty and shall prevail. 

Senator Monroney. The only thing it does not say is “Vote for Taft 
November 7.” ‘That is the only thing that is left out of the ad. You 
could not mistake in any possible reading, the intent that this ad was 
designed to create. 

Mr. Conner. Well, don’t the Republicans have some say as to the 
spending of this money, too / 

Senator Monroney. That is right, they do have. But still the 
position of the candidate—— 

Mr. Conner. You mean that all the waste, all the spending, the 
blame would go on the Democrats ? 

Senator Monroney. But this ad purports to be that all foreig:. 
spending, which some of us Democrats and even good Republicans fee! 
is combating communism, in this anticommunist series, is held out to be 
waste and extravagance and putting the world on the poor America: 
taxpayer's back. 

Mr. Conner. I think that refers just as much to profligate Repub 
licans as it does to those wild-spending Democrats, too. I think 
goes back a ways. 
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Senator MoNRONEY. Running at election time, I think, perh: ups, that 
ost men would concede that it certainly was not designed to damage 
the prospects of Senator Taft in Ohio, with $77,000 worth of adver 
tising tied into it. 

Mr. Conner. Well, we cross that one out and go to the other nine. 
‘Those are pretty good, 

Senator Monroney. They are pretty well done. You have got some 
retty good gimmicks in the second or third paragraph in some of them 
which are designed to show the advantage of getting new people and 

new administrations in power, but it is very subtly done, and the copy 
readers were very careful in skating on the ice. 

Did you ever talk politics with any of these men ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Oh, yes; I talked to them hundreds and hundreds of 
mes. [talked it so much I was sick of it. The question was who was 

going to win; is Lausche going to win, is Ferguson going to win. 
What do you think of Taft’s chances. And,asa good salesman, I sim 
ply sat there and tried to figure out what kind of an answer I should 
vive them to get the check. 

Senator Monroney. Would you say that more Democrats subscribed 
o these ads of these 259 corporations than Republicans ¢ 

Mr. Conner. Would you repeat that? 

Senator Monroney. Did you run into many Democrats who sub- 

scribed to these ads among the 259 or 269 corporations 

Mr. Conner. Well, I will have to give you an opinion on that. In 
lieu of the fact that I talked to men in high places, in executive ca 
pacity, I would guess that about SS percent of them were Re pub yiean. 
Jim Farley said anybody that got more than 86 is a Republican. No, 
| would think they were Republicans. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have further questions ? 

Mr. Moore. W hy is it. Mr. Conner, that certain of these contrib- 
utors contributed as much as $1,000 and others contributed as little 
as SOO 4 

Mr. Conner. Well, I measured them. When I went in I took a long 
ook at the fellow, and if I thought he would go for a thousand, I 
would ask for two, and then 1 would get the thousand. 

Some fellows would say, “Well, $500, that is too much for me.” 
[ would say, “Well, we will cut it right in half and make it $350 or 
950)" 

I would take anything. If I took $100, it kind of paid my day’s 
expenses In a sense. 

Mr. Moore. Did you have any form of receipt which vou gave to 
these people / 

Mr. Conner. Oh ves, definitely ; there is a letter of acknowledgment 
ent out in every case by the ¢ ‘olumbus Dispatch. You see, we don't 
deal in cash. We are not politicians. It was a check. The check was 
made payable to the Columbus Dispatch, and a formal letter of 

acknowledgment sent out. No 5-cent piece, no quibbling about 
vhether there is a report made on it or not. The report is all com- 
prehensive, complete, and 100 percent accurate. 

Mr. Moore. So it was not any contractual arrangement 4 

Mr. Conner. Oh. a man signed a contract. 

Mr. Moorr. A man did sign a contract? There was a contract 


ened ¢ 
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Mr. Conner. Yes, we asked to have a contract signed. Don’t you 
have a copy of it ; 

Mr. Moorr. No. Do you have one? 

Mr. Conner. Yes, I have it right here. While he was filling out 
the contract I told him to make out his check, too. My commission, 
my payment was contingent on the money being in the till, so I wa; 
very much interested in having the check accompany the orde 
Haven't you seen this? 

Mr. Moorr. No, we haven’t seen your contract. 

Mr. Conner. Well, 1 wish you would look at that contract. 

Mr. Moore. That is what 1 want to do. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that 
this slp of paper which the witness has handed up be marked as 
“Exhibit No. 189.” 

It purports to be a form of contract with the name “Columbus Dis 
patch, Columbus, Ohio,” stating: 

You may enter our order in the amount of blank dollars in support of the 
Columbus Dispatch plan, a series of full pages on Americanism in thess 
newspapers 

The participating newspapers are indicated at the left-hand margi! 
of this form, and the caption at the top of the left-hand section 
“Participating Sunday Newspapers,” and at the bottom of the list 
of newspapers are the words “Nonpolitical.” 

Mr. Conner. Oh, ves, that was the contract that was signed. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 189” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Monroney. Do you have anything further / 

Mr. Moore. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator MonnRroney. Apparently the committee has no further 
questions. 

Mr. Conner. Everybody read a report. I have something I want 
toread. It willtake 1 minute. May I? 

Senator MONRONEY. One minute, ves, sir. 

Mr. Conner. This is a copy of Joe Ferguson’s testimony. This 
the information given to Mr. Moore, and he tells Mr. Moore what they 
ought to investigate, as I understand it here. 

Several days ago I was asked by Mr. Moore to outline briefly those activities 
that I believe should be brought out and considered by the committee. 


And here is what Mr. Ferguson Savs about these pages. And if the 
rest of his statements aren't any more accurate than these are, then 
his testimony won't be too weighty : 


Then there was the full-page newspaper advertising campaign estimated t 
have cost $1,200,000. 


Well. he is $1.200,000 high onthat. It was less than $80,000. 
It was designed to influence the re-election of Senator Taft. 


Oh, no, not at all. That is Ferguson talking. That doesn’t make 
it fact. 

It was obvious 
obvious to who/— 


that this expensive advertising campaign was designed especially for the sen- 
atorial election. It was started early in the campaign. 
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This is a honey: 


Full-page ads running two and three times weekly in nearly all Ohio daily 
newspapers, 


Well, there are 110 daily newspapers in the State of Ohio. 


rah two or three times a week, that would be 700 pages a We eK. 


While the advertisements do not mention Taft's name, they were the 


{ 
thing that had the effect of scaring the voters to death who might be thin 


oting for the administration candidate 


And vel all these pages did was to Incorporate wood, sound d 
ratic political philosophy. Joe didn't see it that Wily. 
Senator Monronry. We deeply appreciate your coming here and 


pending time before the committee and oly Me us the benefit « 
testimony in this matter. 

Mr. Conner. It has been a pleasure, and thank you very kin 
senator, 

Senator MONRONEY. I: Seward Salvage here / 

Will you come forward, please ¢ 

Will you state your name ? 

\Ir. SALVAGE. Seward Salvage. 


senator Mi NRONEY. Do Vou solemnly swear the testimony you are 
bout to @ive in this case shall be the truth. the whole truth. and not! 
ng but the truth, so help vou God ¢ 


Mr. Satvace. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SEWARD T. SALVAGE, ADVERTISING MANAGER, 
THE TIMKEN ROLLER BEARING CO. 


Senator Monronry. You may identify yourself. 

Mr. Marcouies. What is your resid nee. Mr. Salva 

Mr. Satvace. Canton, Ohno. 

Mr. Marcouis. And you are with the Timken Roller B« 

Mr. SALVAGE. Yes. SI] 

Mr. MARGOLIS. And What is your po won the Timken C 

Mr. Satvacre. I am advertising manager. 

Mr. Marcouts. How long have you been advertising manager / 

Mr. Satvace. About 8 months. 

Mr. Marcouis. So you were not advertising manager during the 
period of the Ohio campaign of 1950 ¢ 

Mr. Sauvage. That is correct. 

Mr. Marcours. Are you prepared to testify concerning the advertise 
ments of the Timken Co. during that period ¢ 

Mr. Satvace. Yes sir. 

Mr. Marcouts. What is the basis of your information, Mr. Salvage ¢ 

Mr. Sauvage. I was sales promotion manager before 1 became ad- 
vertising manager, and, of course, sales promotion is part of the 
advertising department, and, of course, since becoming advertising 
anager, | had to know something about the ads that had been pub- 
lished previously. 

Mr. Marcours. Mr. Salvage, I refer you to a list of— 

Mr. Satvace. Pardon me, I have a statement that I would like to 


read. 


Senator Monroney. Thank you. Proceed. 


y / 
(re 
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Mr. Satvace. As advertising manager of the Timken Roller Bea: 
ing Co. of Canton, Ohio, I am appearing before your subcommitte: 
in response to a subpena to produce, among other things, copies o| 
advertisements run by our company in the cities in Ohio where w: 
operate plants for the period of June 1, 1950, to November 25, 195: 
I have copies of these advertisements for this period and now presen 
them to your subcommittee. 

As you will see from an examination of these advertisements they 
are generally of two types: (1) Front page reader’s advertisements: 
and (2) display advertisements. 

We are advised that efforts have been made to give your committee 
the impression that advertisements of the types involved here were 
inserted in newspapers for the first time shortly before the 1950 seni 
torial election in Ohio and the practice of inserting such advertise 
ments was discontinued immediately after the election. Let me as 
sure you that such was not the case as far as the Timken Roller Bear 
ing Co. is concerned. Our company’s policy of publishing such ad 
vertisements commenced years before the 1950 senatorial election i 
Ohio and has continued since that time. 

As an illustration of the fact that we have used such advertising for 
a substantial period of time prior to the 1950 senatorial election, on 
November 21, 1949, Freedom’s Foundation, Inc., awarded to our com 
pany a medal for outstanding achievement in bringing about a bette: 
understanding of the American way of life. This award was based on 
a series of display advertisements that were published by the company 
during the year 1949 preceding this award. These display advertise 
ments followed the theme of It’s Your Right. 

We have compiled figures showing the amounts expended by the 
company for space cost of such advertisements during the years lL! 4), 
1950, and up to October 31, 1951. In 1949 the amount was $164,624.43 
in 1950, $89,261.90; and for the indicated period in 1951, $139,014.61, 
Thus it is clear that there was no intensification of our advertising pro 
gram during the election year of 1950. On the contrary, a smalle 
amount was expended during that year than was expended during 
cither the preceding year or the following year. 

It has been stated that the so-called institutional advertisements 
did not carry any indication of their origin. It has been the practice 
of our company in connection with such advertisements to at all times 
show the name of the company on the face of the advertisement. If 
on any rare case the name of the company did not appear it was purel) 
a printer’s oversight and not based on any direction from the compan) 

Our company has followed the practice of publishing these advel 
tisements without reference to campaigns, parties, or candidates fo! 
the reason that in - true sense are they political. 

Despite what has been said to you by Mr. Ferguson, they have neve 
contained any reference to any candidate or any-party. They have 
never been prepared by or at the suggestion of or with the assistance of 
any political candidate. They have as their fundamental purpose the 
focusing of attention of readers of the advertisements on the funda 
mental constitutional and legal rights which we enjoy as America! 
citizens and the advocacy of the private-enter prise system under whic 
our country has developed to the state that it has reached and as a 
result of which we have produced an industrial machine of whic! 
there is no counterpart in the history of the world. 
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We feel that if people are reminded of and stimulated to think about 
these matters, they will be inclined to examine the claims and person- 
alities of the people and organizations in the white light of these 
principles and that they will reach conclusions that are consistent 
with the guaranties of the Federal Constitution and in line with the 
principles of the private-enterprise system. 

We feel that this is a most proper practice for a corporation. We 
strongly dissent from any view that there is any impropriety in a 
ee reminding the people i in the cities where it operates plants 
of the constitutional guaranties their lawful rights or of the ad- 
\ a izes of the atvong erg ate system. It seems to us not only 
proper but imperative that business be articulate in reminding the 
people of the country that an atmosphe re favorable to business must 
be maintained if private business is to survive. We believe that adver- 

tisements of the kind that we have run, supporting as they do the 
private enterprise competitive system are Just as much in the interest 
of our company and its stockholders as advertisements advertising the 
company s products, 

It seems clear to us that fairness requires that business be permitted 
to support its position against the claims and demands of the pressure 
groups and organizations whose aims and ambitions are contrary 
to the guaranties of the Federal Constitution and the basic methods 
employed in a private-enterprise economy. ‘To do so is nothing more 
than an exercise of the right of free speech as guaranteed by the Fed 
eral Constitution. 

Finally, at no time did our company in the 1950 senatorial cam 
paign in its efforts indicate any preference for either Senator Taft or 
Mr. Ferguson. We feel, therefore, that the company’s advertising 
activity was not political and did not interfere improperly in the 
senatorial election ¢ wun pi gn. 

Senator Monroney. Th: ank you very much for your statement. 

Are there questions from counsel ¢ 

Mr. Margouts. Yes. 

Mr. Salvage, I refer you to an advertisement whic , appeared in the 
plant city newspapers of Timken Roller Bearing on June 25, 1950, 
It is headed: 

“Communists in high office are being kicked out. Are their com 
munistic ideas bei Ing kic ked out, too?” 

Included in the advertisement is a column of George Sokolsky 
reprint of hiscolumn. I willask you to identify that. 

Mr. Satvace. Yes,sir. This is a Timken ad. 

Mr. Marcouis. And I will give you a number of ads which appeared 
in the fall of 1950 that were sponsored by the Timken Roller Bearing 
Co. and which appeared in the plant city newspapers. Here is one 
which is headed: 

“A Taft-Hartley tale—from Canton, Ill, and another, a Taft 
Hartley tale, from Cleveland, Ohio.” And here is one entitled “Secret 
Ballot,” which appeared November 9, 1950, apparently after the 
election: 

Americans vote in secret on election day. There is no such thing as a com 
missar or a gauleiter pee ring over a voter’s shoulder to see where he puts his X 
\s the results of Tuesday’s election show people cannot be coerced by CLO-PAC 


arpetbaggers in Ohio, Communist international organizations, or any other 
irganization that makes great claims of controlling votes 
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Some day we hope that the CIO will allow its members to vote in secret on 
issues of vital importance to their welfare. 

Here is an ad which shows a picture of Lenin and, “*We shall force 
the United States to spend itself to destruction.” That appeared 
September 3, 1950. 

Mr. Sarvace. Pardon me one moment. I would like to have estab- 
lished when election day was in 1950. 

Mr. Maroouts. I think it was the 7th, Mr. Salvage. I am not sure, 
either. 

Senator Monroney. It was the 7th. 

Mr. Sauvage. It was the 7th. 

These are all Timken ads. 

Mr. Marcouis. And another, “Warmonger, isolationist, appeaser, 
interventionist ¢” 

And I quote the second to the last paragraph : 

Isolationists are called isolationists in the United States because they advocate 
the preservation of individual liberty for its citizens and the financial stability of 
its economic life. They do not believe that 60 million persons can work hard 
enough, long enough or efficiently enough to keep forever pouring money and 
goods into the coffers of foreign governments. They do not believe that anyone 
can buy the loyaity of these nations and they wonder why America must poke its 
nose into the business of these countries, into each of their squabbles—with the 
result that we now find in Korea. 

Interventionists apparently must create one situation after another, each more 
serious than the last one, in order to perpetuate themselves in control. By 
sticking their noses inte things they wind up with the result that we now find in 
Korea and the more dangerous one looming ahead in Europe. 

This one appeared December 28, 1950, after the campaign. 

Senator on Omey. I cannot see any reason why that ad should 
be brought before this Elections Committee. 

Mr. Mareouts. I think it serves to make Mr. Salvage’s point clear, 
that the Timken Co. continued its campaign after the election. 

Senator Monroney. If it was introduced for that purpose, it is all 
right. 

Mr. Satvace. L have brought these ads along, as I mentioned in my 
statement, which constitutes quite a collection, from June of 1950 to 
the present time. 

Senator SmiruH. Are they still running ¢ 

Mr. Satvacr. Yes; they are. As you can see from the statement, so 
far this vear we have spent $139,000 this year, to date. That is up to 
October 31, whereas last year we spent $89,000. 

Racer Smiru. And this is not an election year. 

Mr. Sarvace. It is not an election year, and we are pursuing this 

thing even more vigorously than we have in the past. 

Senator Monroney. The character of the adve ‘rtising has remained 
the same, I mean in expressing your ideas about Government or for 
eign policy and the Government expenditures and taxes and the gen 
eral items have not been changed from what it was during 1950; is that 
not correct ¢ 

Mr. Satvace. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Marcouts. Mr. Salvage, I refer you to some clippings from 
Columbus newspapers. One of them is entitled : 

How Much Does It Cost? When People Buy Things, They Usually Ask What 
the Cost Will Be. Have You Ever Figured What Your Government Costs You’ 
Hidden Taxes and Indirect Taxes Probably Cost You More Than Any Other Item 
in Your Budget.—The Timken Roller Bearing Co 
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Here is another: 

Censorship: We have been telling people behind the iron curtain that we have 
i free and unfettered press in the United States. Is this true today or does the 
news have to be cleared by the White House?—The Timken Roller Bearing Co. 

Mr. Sarvace. Do you want me to identify these / 

Mr. Mareouts. Yes. Do you know whether they ap ypeared durit 
the election campaign, or are they of current origin / 

Mr. Satvacr. No; I haven’t any idea, but I have the list of all the 
readers’ advertisements from the time of June 1 until the present time, 
and these will surely be included in here. 

Mr. Marcouis. Will you leave those with the committee / 

Mr. Satvace. I will. 

Senator Monroney. You are still running the readers’ advertis 


ments ¢ 

Mr. Sarvacr. We run one reader in our plant city newspapers every 
night in the week except Saturday and Sunday. We have five read 
ers every week w hich appea r if possible on the front pages of our lant 
city newspapers. Now IT am talking about Ohio plant city news 


papers. 

ies Monroney. And that was about the same schedule 
you were on last year during the campaign / 

Mr. Satvacre. We have been on that schedule regularly for years 

Senator Monronery. Do you have any further questions / 

Mr. Mareouts. | wonder whether you have not consulted legal 
ounsel in preparing all of the ads. 

Mr. Satvace. No. sir: we have not consulted legal eounsel in pre 
paring the ads, but we A iat thought it was necessary. We thin 
hat the Constitution guarantees free speech, and in these ads 
trying to promote, to vet people to protect their rie@hts, to protes 
private-entel prise s\ stem, and these things that we talk about 

oh taxes and immoral (Vv in government, we feel that all those 

entually affect the Timken Roller Bearing Co., because our cor 

ny 1s depel dent on the } rivate enterprise =" tem, and if these social 
1° tendencies prevail thivarhou! the private-enterprise system, our 

PAN and its stockholders are lost. 

Mr. Manrcouts. Are those ads put in at the commercial rate 

Mr. Sanvacre. No: I am sure they are put in at the local 
[can't be definite on that. 

You see, we only advertise in cities where we have plants, 

ire we are getting the local rate 

Mr. Marcgoris. Does the Timken Co. claim a tax deduction for t 

Mr. Sanvacre. I have no idea about the financial end of our busi 
ness, Ilowever, IL would strongly suspect that they do. 

Senator Monroney. Any further questions / 

Mr. Marcorts. No further questions. Thank you very much for 
oming. Weare sorry we have been running so late. We appreciate 


/ 


} ) 


ir staying with us. 
Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to have something in 
record. On Monday Senator Taft quoted from President Green 
| he intended to introduce the exhibit in the record as zero, b 
is not offered, and TL now offer it as exhibit {) WN) order to make 
xhibit complete. It is American Federation of Labor proceedings, 
\ neinnath, 1948, and taken from President William Green’s state 
{, page LO, 
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Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 0” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Monroney. The witnesses scheduled for tomorrow will be 
Harry W. August of Columbus, Ohio, Ray Bliss of Columbus, Ohio, 
and Mr. R. C. Owens of Columbus, Ohio. 

The committee will now stand adjourned until 10 o’clock tomorrow 
morning. 

(Whereupon, at 7:40 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to recon 
vene on Saturday, December 1, 1951, at 10 a. m.) 
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SATURDAY, DECEMBER 1, 1951 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10: 15 a. m., in 
room 318, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C., Senator ‘Thomas 
C. Hennings, Jr., presiding. 

Present: Senators Monroney, Hennings, and Smith of Maine. 

Also present : John P. Moore, chief counsel; Grace E. Johnson, chief 
clerk. 

Senator Hennines. The hearing will come to order. 

Who is the first witness, Mr. Moore / 

Mr. Moore. Mr. R. C. Owens. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. R. C. Owens will please come forward and 
be sworn. 

Please raise your right hand, Mr. Owens. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony that you are about to give 
before this committee during the hearing will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Owens. I do. 

Senator Henninoas. Please be seated, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF R. C. OWENS, SECRETARY-TREASURER, DISTRICT 6, 
UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA 


Mr. Moorr. Mr. Owens, you have a prepared statement, do you not ¢ 

Mr. Owens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Will you first please state your full name and your 
occupation 4 

Mr. Owens. My name is R. C. Owens, secretary-treasurer, district 
No. 6, United Mine Workers of America. 

Mr. Moorr. Where do you reside, Mr. Owens? 

Mr. Owens. 2460 South Wade Drive, Columbus, Ohio. 

Mr. Moore. Will you proceed to read your statement. 

Mr. Owens. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my ap 
pearance before this committee is in response to your letter of Novem 
ber 17, 1951, under the signature of John F. Moore, chief counsel of 
your committee. 

The purpose of my appearance, as explained in the letter, was to 
mive a description of the activities of Labor's Nonpartisan League 
of Ohio and the United Mine Workers Union in the Ohio election cam 
mion of 1950. This, Lam glad to do. 

441 
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I wish to state for the record I have not filed any complaint wit}; 
your committee, and I am not registering any formal complaint now 
regarding the 1950 election. Neither am | condoning any political 
abuses that may have taken place in the campaign. The voters of 
Ohio have made their selection by secret ballot. The successful can 
didates have been certified and are now in office. I accept the decisio1 
of the voters without reservation. 

Labor’s Nonpartisan League of Ohio supported the Honorabl 
Donald Ebright, the Republican candidate for Governor of the Stat 
of Ohio: the Honorable Joseph T. Ferguson, Democratic candidate for 
the United States Senate; and many other candidates on the Repub 
lican and Democratic tickets. 

Our activities consisted of the accepted methods of persuading peo 
ple to vote for or against candidates that we espoused. We have not 
crystallized any definite suggestions for the improvement of our ele: 
tion procedures. If at some future date we have any recommenda 
tions or suggestions for improvement, we will be glad to present them 
to your committee. 

Senator Henninos. Thank you, Mr. Owens. 

[ see that in your last paragraph of your statement you have indi 

‘ated your underst: — of the purpose of these proceedings. 

Mr. Owens. Yes, si 

Senator HENNINGs. As you have suggested in the third paragraph 
of your statement, you are not condoning any political abuses that 
may have taken place. You are abiding by the decision of the voters of 
the State of Ohio; but you understand, of course, this is not a con- 
test that this committee is engaged in these hearings to determine. 

Mr. Owens. That is my understanding. 

Senator Hennines. We are undertaking to do a constructive job, 
if it can be done, by getting information as to election procedures in 
the various jurisdictions, with a view to suggesting some remedial] 
legislation. 

Mr. Owens. That is my understanding. 

Senator Henninos. That may help to elevate and make more rep 
resentative good government and the will of the people in elections 
in the future. 

Mr. Owens. That is my understanding. 

Senator Hennings. Thank you very much, Mr. Owens. 

Have you any questions / 

Mr. Moor E. Mr. Owens, I have one or two. 

Senatoor Hennrines. Will you proceed, please. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Owens, I show you a photostatic copy of a state 
ment of receipts and expenditures scruatiaie to be the report of 
the Labor’s Nonpartisan League and signed by you on the 21st day of 
November 1950, and I ask you to identify that, if you will, please. 

Mr. Owens. Yes, sir; that is it. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Owens, one of the disbursements shown on this 
statement is an entry on October 12, 1950, of a payment to Toby Press, 
Inc.; shipping costs, political literature, in the sum of $822.70. Do 
you recall that entry ¢ 

Mr. Owens. That is correct, 

Mr, Moore. That was the menting company which prepared the 
comic books about which we have testimony here; is that not right? 

Mr. Owens. I think that is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Moore. Will you explain the reason why this particular iten 
was billed to your organization 4 

Mr. Owens. Well, as has been explained here by previous witnesses, 
we paid the bill as we had the money as the bills came in. That bill was 
referred to me, and | paid it. That was for shipping charges, as | 
remember. 

Mr. Moorr. Did your organization bear any proportionate part 
of the sixteen- thousand some od | doll: ars which we have learned Was 
the cost of the printing of that publication ¢ 

Mr. Owens. Just that cost of shipping. 

Mr. Moore. Just the cost of shipping‘ 

Mr. Owens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Were you consulted, and did you take any part in, 
preparat ion of the comic book ¢ 

Mr. Owens. I approved it. 

Mr. Moore. You approved it / Is the same true of the Black Book 
and the Speaker’ Ss H: indbook alre ady 1h) evide nce 

Mr. Owens. Lapproved it. I had nothing ode with the compiling 
of the information. 

Mr. Moore. Is it your testimony then that you personally approved 
these publications ¢ 

Mr. Owens. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have with you, Mr. Owens, samples of the litera 
ture which was distributed—prepared and distributed—by your o1 
ganization, other than the ones already identified / 

Mr. Owens. No, I haven't. That is all. 

Mr. Moorr. But your filed report indicated printing costs of litera 
ture in the sum of approximately $13,000, Will vou accept that as a 
correct statement of your report ‘ 

Mr. Owens. If vou have added it up there, I would say that is co 
rect, 

Mr. Moorr. Did that include many other items of literature other 
than the ones that we have already mentioned / 

Mr. Owens. No, that just includes the ones that have already 
mentioned. 

Mr. Moore. And you don't have the original copies with you; 
that meht / 

Mr. (OWENS. No. | have the one copy of the ‘T aft eomic book. 

Mr. Moore. I notice an entry here in the sum of 84.238 for what 
eferred to as vote stimulation. What is your description: what is 
your explanation of that term / 

Mr. Owens. What was that ? 

Mr. Moore. Vote stimulation. 

Mr. Owens. That is one total. That is the latter part here to the 
various individuals for vote stimulation. 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. Owens. That is for cars and people pass out literature in the 
various parts of our— 

Mr. Moore. I see. Now. then. your report on the 1 Pogues 


loes it not, a contribution from C yrus S. Eaton in the sum of $5.0 
Mr. Owens ? 


Mr. Owens. Yes. sit 
Mr. Moore. Can you identify Cyrus S. Eaton / 


be 
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Mr. Owens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Who is he ¢ 

Mr. Owens. Well, I don’t know just what his official capacity is. | 
met the man. I don’t know his—— 

Mr. Moore. What was his official capacity at the time of his con 
tribution on October 3, 1950? 

Mr. Owens. I couldn't tell you that. 

Mr. Moore. Can you tell us whether that contribution of $5,000 was 
made by his own personal check or not ¢ 

Mr. Owens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. It was made by his own personal check ? 

Mr. Owens. Yes, sir. Every contribution we have on here was made 
by check. 

Mr. Moore. Is that true also of the entry on October 9, 1950, 0 
Cyrus Eaton, Jr.,in the sum of $5,000? 

Mr. Owens. As near as I can recall, every entry on there, every con 
tribution on there was made by check. 

Mr. Moorr. Do you know ‘whether Mr. Cyrus S. Eaton was presi 
dent of Otis & Co. of Cleveland Ohio, at the time this contribution 
was made / 

Mr. Owens. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. Moore. You don’t know that / 

Mr. Owens. No, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Do you know whether the entry appearing here for 
Dorothy Wokral, October 4, 1950—with reference to that—can you 
state whether she is an employee or was an employee at that time of 
Otis & Co. ¢ 

Mr. Owens. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Moore. You don’t know. 

I ask you the same question with respect to Mr. Robert C. Kaiser. 

Me Owens. I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore. Whose contribution was $2,500 / 

Mr. Owens. No, sir; I don’t know that. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Harry Smith, contribution of $5,000. 

Mr. Owens. The same answer to that. 

Mr. Moore. The same answer / 

Mr. Owens. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. L. G. Smith—the sex is not indicated—$2,500. 

Mr. Owens. That is right ; the same answer to that. 

Mr. Moore. Cyrus Eaton, Jr., $5,000. 

Mr. Owens. The same answer to that. 

Mr. Moore. C. S. Fowler, $5,000. 

Mr. Owens. The same answer to that. 

Mr. Moore. Glenn R. Miller, $2,500. 

Mr. Owens. The same answer. 

Mr. Moore. And John A. Kruse, $2,500. 

Mr. Owens. The same answer. 

Mr. Moore. I ask you the same question, Mr. Owens, with respect 
to the contribution shown for David Christian in the sum of $100. 

Mr. Owens. David Christian is an official of our organization. 

Mr. Moore. He is an official ef your organization ? 

Mr. Owens. That is right: he is a board member, division No. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, we have endeavored to subpena to these 
hearings Mr. Cyrus Eaton, Sr., and Mr. Cyrus Eaton, Jr. Our process 
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i 1 P 
ervers lave heen unable to effect service Upon both ot these eventlemen, 


F id itis our information that both of them are outside the continental 
I mits of the United States. 
Senator HenntnGs. What is vour information as to that, Mr. Moore, 
fieally ( 
Mir. M WORT Mi re spe ifically, Mr. Chairm i, Is OUul nformati 
it both of these gentlemen are now in Canada. 
: Senator Henninas. Have vou any Information as to how loi eo they 
ve been there au no the time they mav have hee} 1) 4 mada. \\ 
eft Tor Canada 
Vir. Moore. Our etforts. Mr. ¢ uUrman. and t efforts of the I ted 
= t ! shea othe ( evel «| ( ot ber ct ful hn Obta 
wiv mol | Mn nformatio is to the duration of their sta ! 
{ Canada and the date of t rexpected return 


Wi do have. however. Mh ( hairman. sworn statements of two per- 


as berne contributors to the 


or the l) tec NI he W rkers of Ame rica. Labor's No} partisal 
League. These individuals are John A. Kruse and Dorothy Wokral. 


of whom is listed here as having contributed 82.500. If the cor 
ee please, both of these statements are brief and | would suggest 
it they be read into the record at this time. 
=i itor HENNINGs. | there ol lectio to counsel reading these iat 


! 
ers 1nto the recora 74 


Continue, Mr. Moore. 
Mr. Moorr. This is a sworn statement of Mr. John A. Kruse. Clevs 
} d. Ohio, Novembet Se Mol. The statement is as follows: 
nm or about October 25, 1950, I was asked by Mr. Cyrus S. Eaton to give h 
heck for $2,500 payable to Labor's Non-Partisan League, upon which he 


| reimburse me with a check for an equal amount 1 did not immediate 
mply with this request until his secretary, Miss Elizabeth J. Royvon, called 
the phone and asked me if I had the check ready I then wrote a check 
$2,500 and gave it to Mr. R. L. Heiser (Kaiser) of Otis & Co. The next day, 


October 24, 1950, T was reimbursed with a check in the amount of $2,500 payable 
I deposited this check in the National City Bank of Cleveland, Terminal 
neh, on October 24, 1950. IT have attempted to get a photostatie copy of that 
ar check from the National City Bank but up to this writing have not 
ble to do so lam attaching heret > my canceled check payvab e to Labor 


N Partisan League, in the amount of S2.500 


senator HENNINGs. Has it been marked for dent fication, Mr. 


\T / 
VIOOT'E 

Mr. Moore. T request that it be so marked, Mr. Chairman, as exhibit 
\ 193. 


Senator HeNNINGsS. You are asku o that it be made part of the 


yaa 7 


Mir. Moore. I do, si 


SePHATOL Hh NNINGS. \V thout object On, It will] e made a part of the 


Phe document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 193° for 


heation, and will be found in the tiles of the subcommittee. ) 
vi No RE (continuing the athday It) 


ve no knowledge whatsoever as to what these funds were specifically for 
no other documents, records, letters, or memoranda in connection wit! 
tter. I might add that at that particular time I was a vice president 
r of Otis & Co., of which Mr. Cyrus S. Eaton was the largest stock 
but did not hold any official capacity as such. I resigned from the Otis & 


re 
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Co. on December 31, 1950, and joined the firm of Prescott & Co. as of January 1 
1951. 
(Signed) JoHn A. Krust 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, a notary public in and for Cuyahog 
County and State of Ohio this 25d day of November 1951. 


Mr. Chairman, we deferred the appearance of Mr. Kruse befor 
the subcommittee to give oral testimony until the latter part of this 
week and then until early next week. Whether he shall be summoned, 
of course, will be up to the pleasure of the committee. 

We do have the further document to which I referred, being a 
affidavit made by Dorothy Wokral, the person previously identified, 
reading as follows: 


Dorothy Wokral, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that she resides at 
8306S Livingston Road, Cleveland, Ohio: that she is unmarried: that she is 
presently employed by the Colonnade Company, whose principal office is 
IS80 Keith Building, Cleveland, Ohio; that she is the secretary of Roland W 
White, president of said company; that prior to her employment by the Color 
nade Company, she was employed by Otis & Company, whose principal office is 
in the Terminal Tower Building, Clevel:nd, Ohio; that she was one of the privat: 
secretaries of Cyrus S. Eaton, who was associated with said company: that o1 
or about the 4th day of October 1950 said Cyrus S. Eaton handed this deponern: 
a check for Twenty-five Hundred Dollars and told deponent that he desired her t 
vive him her personal check, payable to Labor’s Nonpartisan League, in an equa! 
amount, to wit: Twenty-five Hundred Dollars; that deponent issued a check as 
requested, said check being attached hereto marked “Exhibit A,” and handed 
the check to Cyrus E. Eaton 


that should, I believe, read Cyrus S.— 


that on or about the ISth day of October 1950, Cyrus S. Eaton handed deponent 
a similar check in the amount of Twenty-five Hundred Dollars and requested 
her to make a similar check to Labor's Nonpartisan League in the amount « 
Twenty-five Hundred Dollars; that deponent made such check, Exhibit Bb 
attached hereto, and gave the same to Mr. Eaton: that deponent deposited said 
checks for Twenty-five Hundred Dollars each in her personal account at the 
Terminal branch of the National City Bank of Cleveland, Ohio, on the Sth and 
ISth days of October 1950, respectively, as shown by statement of her account 
attached hereto, marked “Exhibit CC’: that deponent does not remember th: 
name of the maker or makers of either of the checks given her by Mr. Eaton; 
that Mr. Eaton was interested in a number of companies; that she does not 
remember whether the checks were drawn on Mr. Eaton's personal account or 
on the account of one of the Companies in which he was interested: that she has 
requested National City Bank to furnish her with a copy of said checks 
available; that she has been advised by counsel for the National City Bank 
that said bank does not microfilm checks which are deposited in the accounts 
of customers, only making microfilm copies of checks which are cashed at the 
counters; that your deponent has made diligent efforts to ascertain the names 
the makers of said checks, but has been unsuccessful, and that your deponen! 
has no other recollections or documents or papers or canceled checks or stite 
ments or other records of any kind concerning her contributions to Labor’s Nor 
partisan League. 

It is signed by Dorothy Wokral and executed on the 26th day of 
November 1951. 

I request, Mr. Chairman, that the exhibits to this affidavit which 
has been read into the record be marked and received as exhibits 194 
and 195. 

Senator Hennrncs. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The exhibits will be received as part of the record. 

(The documents referred to were marked as “Exhibits Nos. 194 and 
195." and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. T will not, Mr. Chairman, request permission to read 
a communication from the National City Bank of Cleveland, Ohio. 
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directed to my attention under date of November 27, 1951, confirming 
he statement appearing in Miss Wokral’s affidavit that the bank 
does not keep photographic records of checks since they were drawn 
on either this bank or other Cleveland banks. 

| request, however, that this letter from the National City Bank 

identified as exhibit 196. 

Senator HeENNiINGs. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

(re you asking that it be made a part of the record at this time, 
\ir. Moore‘ 

Mr. Moorr. | am requesting that it be marked, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator HeENNINGs. Simply marked ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. That is right. 
senator LleNNINGS You ane not at this time offering t to ve 
orporated in the record / 
\Ir. Moor No. 


“ehnator Hi NNINGS. Do Vou propose to read it and thus Incorporate 


Vir. Moor I do not propose to read it at this moment. 
Senator Hennines. We will just hold it, then, as an exhibit marked 
Mir. Moore. That is maht. 
Senator Henninas. Very well. 
Phe document above referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 196” 
dentifieation, and w 1] be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
Mr. Moore. Referring to Mr. Christian’s contribution, Mr. Owens, 
if Was his personal voluntary contribution: is that your testimony 6 
Mr. Owens. Yes. sir: that is correct. 
Mr. Moore. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 
Senutor HENNINGS. Senator Smith 4 
Senator SMITH. Just a minute. 
Senator Hennings. Mr. Owens, while Senator Smith is doing some 
ecking with a view to asking you a question, or some questions, l 


ld like to ask vou whether you know Mr. Cyrus Eaton or his 


\ir. Owens. I don’t know his son. I have met Mr. Eaton. 

Senator Hennines. How lone have you known Mr. Cvrus Eaton. 
\ir. Owens 4 , . 

Vir. OWENS. I think ]l have met him on two oceasions. 

Senator Hrennines. Have vou known him over any period of 


Vir. Owens. Noosir. | have not 
Senator Hennines. About when was it that you first met him ? 
| do not mean to fix necessarily the date, but an approximation of 


Mr. Owens. In 1949. I think, was the first time. 

Senator Hennines. In 1949. 

Did you understand at that time that he was interested in any po 
cal matters ¢ 

Mr. Owens. No, sir 

senator Hennings. Have you ever known him prior to this elec 

to be interested or to express an interest in or take part in any 

olitical activity ¢ 

Mr. Owens. No, sir: I don’t know. 

Senator Hennines. Well, you know that he is what we might term 
financier and a man of business 
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Mr. Owens. From an article T read in the Saturday Evening Post 
not so long ago, I understand that. 

Senator Hennrnas. You know that he has been a well-known fig 
ure, not only in Cleveland, Ohio, but throughout financial circles 
the country for a good many years / 

Mr. Owens. So I understand. 

Senator Hennines. And you understand, do you, anything about 
his connection with Otis & Co., an investment-securities firm ¢ 

Mr. Owens. No, sir 

Senator Hennincs. A New York Stock Exchange house having 
headquarters in Cleveland, I believe, and also offices in New York 
and other cities? 

Mr. Owens. No, sir: I don’t. 

Senator Hennines. You know nothing about that? 

Mr. Owens. I am not familiar with that. 

Senator HENNINGS. And vou have no knowledge of the Kaiser 
Frazer-Otis Co. controversy, or do you? 

Mr. Owens. Only what I have read in the papers. 

Senator HENNiNGs. Only what you have seen reported in the papers / 

Mr. Owens. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. When Mr. Eaton indicated that he wanted to 
make a contribution to the campaign, if he did so indicate, did you 
have any conversation with him? 

Mr. Owens. No. sir: I didn’t. 

Senator Hennines. Were the checks which Mr. Eaton individually, 
Cyrus S. Eaton, or €C Vrus Eaton. Jr.. handed to you—were they 
handed to you or did they come to vou by mail or messenger ¢ 

Mr. Owens. They came in the mail. 

Senator Hennines. By mail? 

Mr. Owens. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Was there any covering letter in the course 
of the receipt of either of the checks? 

Mr. Owens. I don’t know if there was. If there was I didn’t find 
any in the file. 

Senator Hennings. Do you recall having any telephone conver 
sation or any individual conversation with Mr. Eaton, or either of 
the Messrs. Eaton, relating to their desire or expectation to contribute 
to a phase of the campaign in Ohio? 

Mr. Owens. No, sir: I don’t recall. 

Senator Hennines. To your organization / 

Mr. Owens. No, si 

Senator Hennines. Did anyone else tell you that you were going 
to get a check, or after you had received the checks, the reasons fo! 
those c hee ks hs av Ing ae sent to you! 

Mr. OweENs. No. Sl 

Senator arts You were not told by word or letter or a \ 
means of communication whatever that these checks were going to 


come to you! 
Mr. Owens. That is right. sir 
Senator HENNINGs. By no one / 
Mr. Owens. That is right, su 
Senator Henninos. And the checks were received by you? 
Mr. Owens. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Hrennines. They were in rather substantial amounts, Mr. 
Owens. Did you not feel—were you not somewhat surprised that 

gentleman whom you knew very slightly and with whom you had 
never discussed contributions, and I take it, no other phase of this 

mpaign, should have sent such a substantial amount to you ¢ 

Mr. Owens. I was vrateful to get them. 

Senator Hennines. But you were somewhat surprised, I would 
ssume, Were you not ¢ 

Mir. OWENS. ] expect you would state it that way. 

Senator Hennines. Yes. Pleasantly surprised. 

Mr. Owens. Pleasantly surprised. 

senator Hy NNINGS. So these checks came out of the blue. You 
were not told that you were going to receive them, and you were 
not thereafter told nor given any specific reason for the checks hav 
ng been sent to you ¢ 

Mr. Owens. That is right. 

Senator Henninos. And that is also something which applied to 
he checks sent in the sum of $2,500, the Cyrus Eaton check of $5,000, 
il al it also applied to Miss Dorothy Wokral, Robert c. Kaiser—who 
were the other Eaton employees— Harry Smyth, L. G. Smith, Cyrus 
Eaton, Jr.. C. S. Fowler, Glenn R. Miller, and John A. Kruse ? 

Mr. Owens. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Hennings. In other words, there came to you—what is 


this total, Mr. Moore. this total from the ¢ ‘N rus Eaton oflice / 
Now, our investigation has disclosed, Mr. Owens, that Miss Wokral 
ind the gentlemen I will name, Mr. Cyrus S. Eaton, Robert C. Kaiser. 
Harry Smyth, lL. G. Smith, C. S. Fowler, Glenn R. Miller. and Joh 
A, Kruse are all or were at one time possibly employees ot the con 
LN headed by Mir. Katon at that time, Otis & Co. 
Our investigation in that, I want to tell you in all fairness, is not 
onclusive. We have checked the telephone or the city directory, 
that correct. and Mr. Kruse identified all of the others as ben Oo 
plovees of Mr. Eaton and his company. 
So, upon the basis of that. at least substantial if not complete, 
firmation of their employment and association with the Otis & 
Co. firm, may I ask you this question: Were vou aware at the time 
I { aly of thes peopl had such an association viel these 
eto yout 
Mr. Owens. No, sir; I didn't. 
Senator Hennines. You were not / 
Mr. Owens. No, sir. 
Senator Hennings. And you collected in total sum something like 
SO+.04, did you not 4 
| \I . Owens. That is correct. 
| Se itor HEN NINGS, And out of this group, let us see, accordil og 
{ Vv caleutation., 835.000 of the total amount that you reported ll 
Of ipproxin ate ly S4O.000, S50.000 came from this Lroup Whose 
I have just read 


Mr. Owens. That is correct. 

senatol HeNNINGS. And you made no effort then. L take - Mi 
Chis, and ho effort Was made by anyone Ol, VOU! behalf, to deter 
{ who these people were or why they may Have sent such sul 

tantial contributions to your organization 4 

Mr. Owens. That is correct. 
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Senator Hennines. You received the contributions, and I take 
you acknowledged them ? 

Mr. Owens. No; I didn’t acknowledge them. 

Senator Hennines. Did anyone acknowledge them in your behalf? 

Mr. Owens. No, sir. 

Senator Hrennincs. And they were never given as much as a letter 
of thanks for these checks? 

Mr. Owens. My file did not indicate that they did. 

Senator HenniNGs. I see. 

These funds were thereafter applied to the various purposes, as 
indicated by the report which is here ? 

Mr. Owens. That is correct. 

Senator Hennines. That has been marked as “Exhibit 192.” Tam 
indicating a statement of receipts and expenditures executed by you, 
Mr. Owens, as secretary-treasurer of Labor’s Nonpartisan League, 
United Mine Workers of America, and executed by you, and marked 
for the purposes of this inquiry as “Exhibit 192.” 

Mr. Owens. That is right. 

Senator Hennings. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smirn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Your questions have 
covered all that I had in mind. 

Senator Hennings. Do you have any further questions, Senator 
Monroney ? 

Senator Monroney. To your knowledge, had any other contact been 
made with Mr. Eaton by Mr. John L. Lewis? 

Mr. Owens. No, sir; not to my knowledge. 

Senator Monronry. You never received any advice from Mr. Lewis 
whatsoever that you could expect a substantial sum that would be 
coming in the mail from certain parties? 

Mr. Owens. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And when you opened the envelope these $5,001) 
checks just dropped out without any previous knowledge or arrange- 
ment whatsoever / 

Mr. Owens. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. You had anticipated, I believe, putting some 
$35,000 into the race, which was under arrangements which had 
been made considerably before the date that these checks came in, 
had they not ¢ 

Mr. Owens. oe I had made no arrangements to raise any $35,000 
or agreed to any $35,000. 

Senator Gasp ry. We were told, I believe, by the CIO represent- 
ative, Mr. Chairman, that each had agreed among the United Mine 
Workers and AFL and CIO that they would split the cost three ways. 
and I believe they had come up with a figure of about some thirty-odd 
thousand dollars apiece that they were going to drop into that. 

Mr. Owens. If that was his testimony, that was not my under- 
standing. I don’t think that was his testimony. 

Senator Monroney. I may be in error. 

Mr. Owens. I think Mr. Clayman testified that Mr. Hannah, the 
AFL and CIO have agreed substantially to raise $35,000; the Mine 
Workers were to contribute whatever they could to the campaign, if 
J remember his testimony. 

Senator Monroney. So far as you know there were no arrangements 
that you were to raise thirty-odd thousand dollars for your part? 
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Mr. Owens. No; we agreed to do what we could in the campaign. 

Senator Monroney. This was just manna from heaven unexpectedly 
dropped in when you opened the mail 

Mr. Owens. Pardon, sir? 

Senator Monroney. I say this was just like manna from heaven. 
You didn’t know it was coming. You opened the mail one morning 
ind there was $5,000 in a check, and the next day another $5,000, and 
they kept coming in in $5,000 and $2,500 lots without any prearrange 
ment or conversation, so far as you know, between any official of the 
United Mine Workers and Mr. Cyrus S. Eaton, is that correct / 

Mr. Owens. That 1s correct. 

Senator Monroney. I would like the record to show that these 
hecks we have been discussing all came in, or most of them between 
October 3 and 11, and then there were two other checks that came in 
ita later date. October 18 and October 23. 

In your report of expenditures you show expenditures for Schools 
ind Colleges Committee for Ferguson, $4,000. 

Mr. Owens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Could you tell the committee something about 
how that money was spent? Apparently there was no reporting made 


by the committee itself. This lump sum that was reported here 
apparently is simply an original financing of those committees. 

: Mr. Owens. No, sir, I can’t tell you. 

: Senator Monroney. Who got the check for $4,000 ? 

Mr. Owens. I think Henry Busch of Cleveland. 

Senator Monroney. How do you spell it / 

Mr. Owens. I think it is—— 

Mr. Moorr. B-u-s-c-h, is that right, Mr. Owens ? 

Mr. Owens. I think that is correct. 

Senator Monroney. And as far as you know, no further report of 
what the money was used for or spend for is contained in your reports 
or your records or in the records of any report that was filed by Mr. 
Busch, is that correct. 

Mr. Owens. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. And also there is the expenditure listed of 
Women’s Committee for Ferguson, $4,000. To whom was that check 
given ¢ 

Mr. Owens. That was given to Henry Busch, Cleveland. 

: Senator Monroney. It was also given to him? 


Mr. Owens. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. What was his capacity / 

Mr. Owens. I understand he oreanized these committees, Schools 
and Colleges Committee for Ferguson, Women’s Committee for Fer 
guson, and the Citizens Committee for Ferguson. 

Senator Monronry. Would you identify him as a professor / 

Mr. Owens. I think he is a professor at Western Reserve Univer 
sity. . 

Senator Monroney. And he had charge, then, of spending all of 
the money that was turned over by vour organization for the organi 
zation of those three committees for Ferguson / 

Mr. Owens. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Monronery. You don't know anything about the total mem 
bership of the Schools and Colleges Committee for Ferguson ? 

Mr. Owens. No, sir: I don't. 
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Senator Monroney. Nor the membership of the Women’s Com 
mittee fer Ferguson ¢ 

Mr. Owens. No, sir: I don’t. 

Senator Monroney. Whether there were any women that headed it 
up or what they were doing ¢ 

Mr. Owens. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. The total that went to Mr. Henry Busch then 
of $5,000, $4,000, and $4,000, that is $15,000 that you furnished him. 

In furnishing him $13,000, you tell this committee that you don't 
know anything whatsoever about the manner in which this money 
was spent ¢ 

Mr. Owens. That is exactly right, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Who recommended Mr. Busch to yeu so that 
you could turn this $13,000 over ¢ 

Mr. Owens. Well, I think it was agreed by Mr. Clayman, Mr. Han 
nah. He was the chairman of the committee as I understood it. 

Senator Monronry. Apparently you financed, as I stated before, 
the Women’s Committee for Ferguson, the Schools and Colleges Com 
mittee for Ferguson, the Citizens’ Committee for Ferguson to the 
extent of $15,000. 

Yet, in searching over the Citizens’ Committee for Ferguson, which 
appare ntly that money found its w ay into as your prev ious testimony 
has indicated, we find only $5,000 reported as Labor's Nonpartisan 
League contribution. At a later date they report that the Women’s 
Committee for Ferguson contributed $4,000, the Schools and Colleges 
Committee for Ferguson contributed $4,000, 

Now what was the purpose of that bit of bookkeeping or check trad- 
ing that caused those to come in as separate contributions ? 

Mr. Owens. Senator, I wouldn't know. 

Senator Monroney. Wasn't it a fact that somebody apparently in 
labor circles had studied the law and was fearful that the $5,000 indi- 
vidual contribution which some said applied to all that labor could 
give to any one political organization might apply, and wasn’t that 
the reason for dividing these up in that way 

Mr. Owens. It possibly was. I don't as I didnt have any 
thing to do with that. 

Senator Monroney. So far as you know, if that were the case, th 
Women’s Committee for Ferguson, the Schools and Colleges Commit 
tee for Ferguson were just names which actually did not exist as 
genuine organizations / 

Mr. Owens. No: I wouldn't know that, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. That is all the questions I have. Do you have 
any questions ¢ 

Senator Smirn. Yes, Mr. Chairman. Does the counsel here have a 
copy of the Corrupt Practices Act ? 

Mr. Moore. rx Ss. We do. 

Senator Smrrxa. Would you read into the record at this time the 
section of the act which establishes a maximum amount for politica 
contributions by an individual ¢ 

Mr. Moore (reading) : 


Sec, 608. (a) Whoever, directly or indirectly, makes contributions in 
aggregate amount in excess of $5,000 during any calendar year, or in connectio! 
with any campaign for nomination or election, to or on behalf of any candidate 
for an elective Federal office, including the offices of President of the United 
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States and presidential and vice presidential electors, or to or on behalf of any 
committee or other organization engaged in furthering, advancing, or advocating 
the nomination or election of any candidate for any such office or the success of 
any national political party, shall be tined not more than $5,000 or imprisoned 
not more than 5 years, or both. 

This subsection shall not apply to con tributions nade to or by a 
local committee or other State or local organization, or to similar committees 

organizations in the District of Calais or any Territory or possession of 


State 


the United States. 


I think that covers it. 

Senator Smrru. In other words, Mr. Counsel, that says directly or 
directly ¢ 

Mir. Moore. That is right. Senator Smith. I think it also should 
be pointed out that the mane paragrap yh of GOS (a) exempts con oe 
butions made toor by a State or local committee or other State or loca 
organization, and as has cee brought out in these hearings and in 
our prior hearings, there seems to be a popular misconception that 
he 85.000 limitation applies irrespective of the nature of the activi 
ties of the committee to which the funds are disbursed. 

If that committee is engaged solely in one State, it is our is 
tion that this subsection upp yhies, and therefore the 85.000 limitatio 
is not applicable, and that a person may contribute as much as he wants 
toa committee that ise hneage “lin the work of a State or local commit 
tee or other State or local organization. 

Senator Smirn. That is the interpretation by the courts, is it? Is 
that a Federal interpretation of it? 

Mr. Moore. I must place a caveat on the record. It is our inter 
pretation on the basis of our research thus far—and I wouldn’t want 
to make the statement here; we would have to search the matter further 
before making a positive and flat interpretation. 

Senator Smiru. The statf will do that? 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Owens, do you know a Mr. Marvin C 
Harrison ¢ 

Mr. Owens. No, ma’am: I don’t. 

Senator Smiru. Do you know who he is? 

Mr. Owens. No, IL don't. 

Senator Sarria. Did you ever hear of him? 

Mr. Owens. Never heard of him. 

Senator Smiru. You never heard anything about any discussions 
that Mr. Harrison may have had W ith you or some ot your people / 

Mr. Owens. No, ma’‘am. 

Senator Smirna. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Any further questions from committee 
counsel ¢ 

Mr. Moore. No further questions, Mr, Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Owens, for com 
ing before the committee and staving here for these days and giving 
us the benefit of your testimony. We appreciate it. 

The next witness is Mr. August. Would vou state your name, Mr. 
August ? 

Mr. Aveusr. Harry W. August. 

Senator MonRoNeY. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to vive in this case will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth. so help you God ? 


Ere 


ee 
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Mr. Aveust. I do. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much for coming before us 
and giving us the benefit of your testimony. We are sorry to have 
del: ayed you so long, but oftentimes these hearings do not run as the 
committee had hoped they would, on a certain schedule. 

Will you start the examination ¢ 


TESTIMONY OF HARRY W. AUGUST 


Mr. Aveust. Senator, I have a one-page statement. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have copies of it that the committee 
could be supplied with ¢ 

Mr. Aueusr. Yes; I gave a copy to counsel. 

Senator Monronery. Do you have any copies in addition to this 4 

Mr. Aveusr. Just the one here which I would be glad to furnish 
to you. I have one additional copy. 

Mr. Moore. Will you please state your full name and occupation / 

Mr. Aveusr. Harry W. August, director of the Ohio Republican 
Finance Committee. 

I want to read this one-page statement which I tried to make very 
brief, to make very clear the functions of the Ohio Republican Finance 
Committee, which has been misinterpreted considerably in the testi 
mony here. 

The Ohio Republican Finance Committee is a fund-raising and 
fund-distributing agency only, and does not engage in political ac- 
tivities. The Ohio Republican Finance Committee promotes and di 
rects unified political fund-raising campaigns for all recognized Re- 
publican committees, local, State, and national. 

For the purpose of the Finance Committee, Ohio is divided into 20 
regions comprising from one to nine counties, each of which is su 
pervised by a regional chairman. ‘The committee is made up of 
chairman, vice chairman, a chairman for each of the 20 regions, bid 
not to exceed seven members at large. 

The Finance Committee is the only recognized and authorized agence) 
to solicit contributions in Ohio for the Republican State central and 
executive committee, and for the Republican National Committee and 
its related committees. 

Neither the Republican State central and executive committee noi 
the Republican National Committee solicits funds in Ohio. The Re 
publican National Committee does not return moneys to the congres 
sional committees in Ohio. That is ditferent from the procedure 
many States. 

These returns are made by the Ohio Republican Finance Committ: 
The Republican National Committee assigns a quota to Ohio and t! 
finance committee when it has approved this quota undertakes to rais: 
it for the national committee. 

Similarly, the State central and executive committee prepares and 
snbmits a budget for its operations, and the Finance Comittee, whet 
it has approved this budget. undertakes to raise these funds. 

In the great majority of counties in Ohio, the Finance Committee. 
through its county and regional chairmen, conducts unified fund 
ralsing campaigns for the local, State, and national committees. Th 
is done under signed agreements, sometimes oral, but mostly signed 
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creements, specifying the manner in which funds collected in a spe 
ific county are to be distributed. 

The Finance Committee distributes funds as available to: (1) The 
Republican National Committee and its related committees; (2) the 
Republican State central and executive committee; (3) to congres 

onal candidates or their committees; (4) to State candidates but only 

the request of the State central and executive committee. such pay 

ents to be charged against the quota of the State committees; (5) to 
ounty committees either under agreements or, in isolated cases, at thi 
equest ot the State central and executive committee: (6) to the oper 
ting account of the finance committee. 

Before we procee d, would it be in order for a to direct an Inquiry 

the chairman on a statement that was made by you yesterday / 

Senator Monroney. Yes, si 

Mr. Aveusr. I just heard aie of it, but you quoted something on a 

tation from counsel, | believe. quoting something that | had said or 

rportedly had said, and as I heard it, it was not the fact, and I 
vould appreciate it if I could hear that statement. 

Senator Monronery. Yes, sir. That was a report of our investiga 
tors that apparently interviewed you during their prehearing work 


At our prehearing investigation 
the report of our investigators says— 
Mr. Harry W. August, executive director of the Ohio Republican Finance Com 
mittee, told our investigators that a “majority” of the benefit realized from 
he expenditures of the Ohio Republican Finance Committee could be assigned 
» the Taft campaign. 
Mr. Aveusr. I made no such statement to anyone. 
Senator Monroney. Did you talk to our investigators ? 
Mr. Aueusr. Yes, sir; many times. 
Mr. Marcouis. Mr. Chairman, in fairness to Mr. August. our inves 
vators typed up a report which quoted him as saying that, returned 
t to him the next day, and he very deliberately refused to sign it. 
Mr. Aveustr. That ts not true, either. 
Mr. Marcouts. It is not ¢ 
Mr. {ucusr. There had been conversation that they were foin 2 to 
epare a statement and return it to me for me to read and —— abl \ 
wr) it | would. Qne of the in vestig: iors, not Mr lis her, but one 
the investigators whose name I do not recall. started to write a 
tement in longhand on a vellow tablet in my presence, and I told 
that I would not sign any statement until naturally I had read 
lly. and if I felt so inclined, to have it read by an attorne 
thre be st ot 1h \ know ledge, 1 thre Hios b y 
ho Statement Was evel brought bar Ik nie, and that | pe re 
ed to read it and s1on um Had it been, J would have submitted 
TO my chairman and to an attorney and ther would have de ded 
her it should be read. But. to the best OL my knowledge, I am 
hn no statement Was ever broucht back to me, and I did not re 
to sign anything, because it was not offered to me with the re 
hat [sign any statement. And I think the committee investi 
will say that we cooper: ited in every way from the very start 
Moore. We certainly must concur in the statement the wit 
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ness has just made, Mr. Chairman, having received his fullest co- 
operation at all times, and that applies, too, to the office of Mr. Bliss. 

Senator Monronry. And what you wish the record to show noy 
is that at no time did you state that the majority of the funds of the 
campaign inured to the benefit of the Taft campaign ¢ 

Mr. Aveusr. I never made such a statement, Mr. Chairman 

Senator Monronery. The record will so show. 

Counsel. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. August, did you request that the tabulations at 
tached to your statement be made part of the record ¢ 

Mr. Aveusr. I would be very happy to have them made part of the 
record. I would like to make clear what those statements are. 

Mr. Moorr. You have not proceeded to do that ? 

Mr. Aveusr. I have them here, my copy of them. 

Mr. Moore. Would you do that, please. 

Mr. Aveusr. Yes. 

I have statements here which I prepared, which go beyond 

Senator Monroney. You do not have an extra copy of those, do 
you ¢ 

Mr. Avevusr. I have one copy for you. I have an additional copy 
here which I would be happy to send over at the e a of it. 

Senator Monronry. What we want to do is to follow you as you 
read it. Sothe three of us will try to make use of it. 

Mr. Aveusr. It was not with any intention of not providing suffi- 
cient copies. I just had an original and one copy prepared. 

I prepared for submission to this committee, and have so submitted 
them to counsel, three different tabulations of the operations of the 
Ohio Republican Finance Committee last year. One, which tio one 
asked me to prepare but which I thought in all fairness should be pre- 
pared, is a summary of the operations of the Ohio Republican Finance 
Committee from January 1, 1950, to December 31, 1950. 

Another statement was prepared which shows the operations, ex- 

penditures, and contributions received by the Ohio Republican Fi- 
s ince Committee in the period from May 1 until November 7, 1950, 
and the other copy is a report covering the period of time from Janu 
ary 1 to May 1,and one from November 7 to December 31. 

Senator Monroney. To clarify the record right there, Mr. August, 
it is the contention of the Republican Finance Committee, through 
their counsel, that the May 1 to November 7 is the correct way of ac- 
counting for the receipts and disbursements in a general election cam- 
paign in Ohio. 

Mr. Aveusr. That is right. And that involves more work than 
it would if we reported it for any other period. 

Senator Monroney. The calendar year ¢ 

Mr. Aveusr. But that has been the custom. That is the interpreta 
tion of the law. It is done not on our say-so but on advice of counsel 
that that is the law. We conform to the law in every respect, and 
we are not trying to hide anything. 

That is why I bring a report covering the whole year, which I was 
not asked to bring, so that I would have it available for the committee 
if it so desires it. 

Senator Monronry. And that isa State law, is it not ? 

Mr. Aucusr. That isa State law of Ohio. 
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0 Senator Monroney. You are not required to file any report with 
= the National Government on the expenditures in ‘ Ihio? 
. Mr. Aveusr. That is right, sir. 


Senator SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I think there was an agreement that 
this photographer would take the pictures at the beginning and the 
end, and not through the testimony. 
Senator Monroney. Yes. We tried to let you have the first 2 or 3 
minutes to shoot the shots. 
a Mr. AUGUST. I do not object. 

Senator Smiru. I do not object to his taking a picture, but he should 
not sit through the testimony. I think that no one else has done that. 

Mr. Aveustr. It does not bother me. 

Senator Smirn. It is the rule of the committee. 

senator Monron} y. In other words, the difference that we are talk 
iv about shows the total receipts under the May 1, 1950 to November 
1950, filing of $1.231.176.90, and total disbursements of $1.203,587.56. 
Mr. Aueusr. Covered by the period as required by law. 
Senator Monronry. Under your interpretation / 
Mr. Auaust. Not under ni\ interpretation. Under the interpreta 
of counsel and advice. 
; Senator Monroney. But there is no interpretation by the Attorney 
) | General or other official / 
Mr. Aveusr. I do not know. I assume that the Attorneys General, 
Who have been both Republican and Democratic over a period of years, 
are cognizant of the fact that returns are made that way, but I do 
know that he has ever made any ruling on it. 
Senator Monroney. In the amount shown by the January 1, 1950, 
to December 31. 1950, report, the total receipts were 31,657.554.45, 
na expenditures of 81.568.033.36. 
| Mr. Auacusr. That is right. 
Senator Monroney. That is correct, is it not / 
Mr. Aveusr. Except, 1 think, in fairness, putting those statements 
the record, which are true, that we should be permitted to say W here 
hat money went. 
Senator Monroney. As far as I am concerned, I would be happy 
see the entire statement——— 

Mr. Aveusr. And it adds up to the penny. 

Senator Monronery. | would ask unanimous consent that the entire 
tatement that we are now discussing be placed in the printed record 
. of the hearings, which will place the full explanation of your tabula 

in the printed hearings. 

Mr. Avcusr. I would think so, but it would only take about two 

utes to explain. There has been confusion about where money 
went, Who it went to, for what purpose, and in 2 minutes IT can v0 
over this statement and explain to the satisfaction of the committee, 
l helieve, where this money went. 


i senator MoONRONEY. Without objection the three exhibits ot the re 
pts and disbursements of the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, 

S January 1, 1950, through January 31, 1950, the Republican Finance 

2 Committee receipts and disbursements January 1, 1950, through April 


1950, and November 8, 1950, through December 31, 1950: and the 
rd, the recapitulation report to the Secretary of State, Ohio Re 

publican Finance Committee, May 1. 1950, through November 7. LODO, 
orporated in the printed record of the hearings. 
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If you would like to have your explanation or any amplification— 

Mr. Aveust. The figures speak for themselves, but someone could 
conceivably misunderstand where this money went, and for what pur 
pose it may have been used, and I would like to have the privilege of 
explaining these figures and saying where this money went. 

Senator Monroneéy. The committee would find it very helpful, b« 
‘cause I, for one, on the committee, am confused because of the inability 
under the reporting that we have been able to find as to the allocation 
of funds to the various major candidates. 

Mr. Aveust. This is a big job making these reports, Senators, and it 
is done faithfully and honestly and is done within 10 days of the 
election date, as is required. We do that, and a lot of effort is put 
into it. 

We filed the name and address and amount of every contributo: 
when we were not required to file the address, but we file the name and 
address and amount of contribution of each contributor. 

Now, understand this is a unified political fund-raising campaig 
for the State committee, and national committee, for the great ma- 
jority of the local committees in the State of Ohio, and for the opera 
tions of the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, which are not 
political. 

We had total receipts for that entire vear to the Ohio Republican 
Finance Committee of this figure of $1,657,000; return to county com 
mittees in counties throughout the State of Ohio under agreements, 
$686,375.71. That money goes back to the county committees, the 
political committees in those counties. 

Mr. Moorr. What was the figure / 

Mr. Aveust. $686,375.71. That is the January 1 to December 31 
report which I am just trying to make clear so that everyone under 
stands where this money goes, and it adds up to a total which we 
received. 

We paid to the national committee, the Republican National Com- 
mittee, under quotas assigned to us $107,000, divided $438,000 to the 
congressional committee, $41,000 to the senatorial committee, and 
$23,000 to the national committee. 

We paid to the State central and executive committee S420.500. 
We paid to the Ohio congressional candidates—now, that is not sena 
torial, but Ohio congressional candidates—in the 23 districts of Ohio, 
$107,450, and that can be broken down. 

We paid to miscellaneous committees, at the direction of the State 
chairman, and chargeable to his budget, the following: 

Senator Monroney. Lamafraid Iam getting confused again. 

Mr. August. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Does that $107.450 paid to the Ohio congre- 
sional candidates include the $438,000 that you paid to the nations 
committee / 

Mr. Avueusr. No, sir 

Senator MoONRONEY. That is in addition to it? 

Mr. Aveust. We paid $107,000 to the national committee here 
Washington, and none of it came back to Ohio. 

Senator Monroney. I was confused because the figure comes out 
almost identical. 

Mr. Aveusr. Almost identical, but I can itemize the money that wa 
paid to the congressional candidates. 





INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 159 


Senator Monront y. Does that money come back into Ohio / 


Mr. Aveustr. It does not. The money we paid to the national 
comunittee— 

Senator MONRONEY. Yes, sir 

Mr. Aveusr (continuing). Not a cent, as I said in my statement. 
Che national committee does not make soheitations in 4 Jhio. and does 
ot return moneys to Ohio. 

Senator Monroney. You mean that a candidate for Congress from 
ie State of Ohio or a candidate for the Senate from the State of 
Ohie would receive no moneys back from the national committee / 

Avoeusr. I mean exactly that. because we developed this unified 

fund-raising campaign, and by agreement with the national com 


ttee they do not solicit money in Ohio. They do not pay om 


{ 


( neressional candidates anything. 
We provide the money for the congressional candidates. That 
$107,000 figure, Senator, is money paid directly to the Republican 


National Committee for its ope ‘rations Outside of the State of Ohio, 


I mean, whatever their operations may be. 

Senator MONRONEY. But they are inte res ted, the same as the ve pub 
can Finanee Committee of Ohio. in the election of Republican Con 
vressmen and Re ‘public an Senators. 

Mr. Aucustr. That is right. 

Senator MONRONEY eg it isthe custom in many States to receive 
tor the individual candidates for Congress or for the Senate, to receive 
back from your national congressional campaign committees certain 
contributions. 

Mr. Aveusr. You can ask any Ohio Congressman, and he will tell 
ou that he does not recelve money from the Republican National 
Committee. He receives money from us. 

It was more last year than before, but it has always been the cus 
tom for the Ohio Republican Finance Committee to prov ide money- 
never enough. You could not give a Congressman what he would 

onsider enough money for his campaign, as you know how any cand) 
date feels, but we provide them the money; the Republican National 
(Committee does not provide them money. So that $107,000 figure, 
Senators, is money we pay to the Republican National Committee. 
Che other figure—— 

Senator Monroney. It all goes outside the State, and none of it 
comes back in? 

Mr. Aveusr. That is right, sir: and the $107,450 is money that is 
paid to individual congressional candidates in the State of Ohio, or 
their committees. 

Senator Monroney. Is that only the Members of the House ? 

Mr. August. That is only the Members of the House, the 23 
\lembers. 

Senator Monroney. None of that is allocated to the senatorial— 

Mr. Aveust. None whatever. I can itemize that money as to where 
t went. 

Senator Monroney. You mean to the congressional candidates ? 

Mr. Aveusr. I certainly can. 

Senator Monroney. That is not, I think, im portant to this he: aring. 
You say the total being the sum that you say represents the correct 

mount that you have given out in Republican funds to the congres 
onal candidates, and 
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Mr. Aueust. That is right. 

Senator Monroney (continuing). We are particularly interested in 
a similar allocation, if it is the total amount that was paid for all 
purposes of the Republican campaign for the United States Senate. 

Mr. Aucusr. There was no figure here, and there never has been, 

long as I have worked on this, anything for the United States 
Senator. Anything that was in the budget or anything that was to be 
provided to him would have to be done by the Republican State 
Central and Executive Committee. 

Senator Monroney. You may proceed. 

Mr. Aveust. Then we paid a total of $94,500 to candidates, State 
candidates, at the direction and at the request of the State chairman of 
the Republican State Central and Executive Committee as follows: 
he Ebright for Governor Club, $55,000; the Independent Voters 
Ebright for Governor, 89.000; Tracy for Treasurer Committee, $5,500 
Brown for Secretary of State ‘Committee. $7,000; ONeill for Attorney 
(General, 86,500: Robe rts for Lieutenant Governor Committee, $2,000: 
Douglass for ¢ ‘hie f Justice Committee, $38,000; Middleton for Supreiie 
Court Committee, $6,300. That originally was 37,000, as it shows in 
one report, but Mr. Middleton did the unique thing of making a refund 
of STOO, because he didn’t use it all in his campaign; and the same 
thing was done by one of the congressional cagitilatan 

We paid then directly to Taft committees $2,500, as shown there, 
the three different committees, because we were not financing the 
Taft campaign; but those were three expenditures that were made 
to Taft committees for specific purposes. 

Then the re Was transterred to the Ohio Republican Finance Com 
mittee oper ating account SLdo0,000 which was for the Operation of the 

hance committee last year, this vear and into next year, and that is 
not a political expenditure. 

Senator Monroney. That is overhead of the office / 

Mr. Aucusr. That is right, sir. 

senator MoONRONEY. Stenographers and permanent personnel of 
your organization f 

Mr. AUGUST. That is right, SLI’, and then the bank charge which 
incidental, and it adds up to $1,565,133.56, which was spent in the 
period from January 1 through December 31, 1950, for State, National, 
congressional, individual State candidates, returns to COUNTY con) 
mittees and for the operations of the finance committee. 

bec sa Monroney. Insofar as your own accounting and your 

eakdown, the only money that went directly to the Taft campaign 
was $2,500 that is re ported for the C. B. Styles Taft for Senate Com 
mittee $1,000, Ashland County for Senate Committee $300, and Frank 
lin County Taft for Senate Committee $1,200. 

Mr. Aveusr. That was the only one, That is the only ones that 
were paid by the finance committee. 

Senator Monroney. But you did pay out to Ebright $55,000. 

Mr. Aucusr. At the direction of the State chairman, political 
chairman. 

Senator Monroneéy. And you paid out $107,800 for the congres 
sional candidates 4 

Mr. Avevusr. $107,450, but there was a refund. The figure was 
500 and Congressman Vorys refunded $350, again unique. 
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senator MonRONEY. So out of the S1.203.58 7.56 reported for ex 
penditures from May 1, 1950, through November 7. the Taft for 
Senate Campaign Committee directly received only 82,500 4 
_ Mr. Aucusr. Well, I was looking at the January 1 to December : 
ures, but it is the same in either event in that case. 
I un not aye that that was the only money that was spent to elect 
Taft j 1 Ohio, but I say that that is the only money that the | 
ommittee paid that is chargeable to the Taft committee. 

Senator Monronry. Directly. 

Aucusr. That is right. 
Senator Monronry. Some of the funds, of the 8535.787.56 which 


hnance 


’ 


is allocated to the county committees and the $370,500 that was 

llocated to the State committee undoubted! went into the Taft 

ak ia, 

Mr. Aveusr. I would say that the money paid to the State commit 
tee, Some portion of it, I coul | not test) ify to that. The State chair 

ian is here and could testif iV to that. 

As to the county committees, that question las been kicked around. 
You return money to a county committee and they are certainly 
terested in e lecting all Re public ‘ans, Certainly they are Interested i 
Senator Taft, but by all means if you have ever dealt with these 
county committees, they are a lot more interested in othe people than 
a United States Senator, and it is very difficult sometimes to get them 
to think that the sheriff in some of those places is not the most im 
portant thing, but [I could not evaluate that. I would be in no 
position to. 

| know that we returned that amount of money to coul tless county 
ommittees, maybe 75 county committees In varying amounts, adding 
o the amount we sataad in that county. We can only return to a 

unt sole agreed portion of what we raise in that cOUunTY. 

Senator Monroney. You see, Mr. August, one of the reasons that 
the committee is especially anxious to try and find out about the 
methods of allocation Is because this becomes the S64 « quest! Ol if we 
ire going to find any way of limiting the money that is spent for 
senatorial candidates. 

If there is no way of allocating or breaking down or charging 

properly to a oeerre cumpaign that money which is spent by the 
State Repub lican or Democratic organizations, the efforts to put a 
init on - angele expe nditures of a candidate for United States 
Senate are absolutely of no avail whatsoever. 

Mr. August. I am positive, Senator, that no one that I could speak 
for or am associated with is making any effort to conceal the amount 
of money that was paid and used for the election of Senator Taft, 
east of all me. | am not. 

Senator Monronry. We are searching for the answer for legisla- 
tion primarily, to find a way of getting an accounting system under 
which these charges can properly be made and allocated to a senatorial 
— 


Mr. Aveust. Don't you think it is a step in that direction that we 
how exactly where every cent that we raised went 4 

Senator Monroney. Yes, but when vou look at your report, it 
ittle hard to believe that only S2,000—— 
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Mr. Aveusr. Understand we do not make political expenditures 

Senator Monronry. Well, but you made political expenditures for 
every other candidate but the Senate. 

Mr. Aveusr. At the direction of the Republican State chairman 
Had he directed or requested that we issue a check, if we had 
Money for some other candidate, we would have done SO, because it 
is chargeable against his quota or his budget, but there was a state 
ment made—there has been some misinterpretation of the finance: 

committee. 

On the first day of testimony here there was some subtraction and 
mumbo jumbo done of subtracting one figure from another, using the 
Finanee Committee figures. 

[ saw a story in an Ohio newspaper adding up some figures that 
were spent for Senator Taft and indicated that the finance committee 
spent $659,000 for the election of Senator Taft, and it is in this news 
paper clipping which I have right in front of me. It adds up to some 
heure that was kicked around here, May I quote it ¢ 

Senator MOoONRONI ns Wew il] be vlad to have vou do SO, 

Mr. Aveusr (reading) : 

Sen: itor Taft stuck to his 8 to 1 expenditure claim even when the committee 
counsel produced figures to indicate that three Ohio Republican committees spent 
$1,804,182 on the election. That was divided thus: 

Ohio Republican Finance Committee, $659,176 (met). The State central an 
executive committee, $437,490, and the Taft for Senate Committee, $507,515 


Now the finance committee could not and would not spend $659,176 
for { he elect ion of Senator Ta tt or anyone else, because we do not make 
political expenditures. 

We have nothing to say about the expenditures of money, but no 


such figure like that—I "a ive added, subtracted, and [ can’t come up 
with a figure anything like that. But even any figure like that is not 
true, because we do not make politic ale xpen iditures. 
Senator Smirn. In other words, you collect the money, the finance 
committee collects the money ¢ 
Mr. Aveust. That is right. 
Senator SmirH. And you pay it out at the direction of the chairma 
of the State central committee 
Mr. Aveusr. Not entirely. Senator, we collect money under agree 
ments that we will try to raise the money for the national committee 
Those returns are not made to the national committee at the direction 
of the State chairman. They are made at the direction of the finance 
committee or its chairman. 
We make returns to the county committees under an agreement. For 
instance, we would have an agreement in any county, Lucas County. 
say, to try to raise a certain amount of money, an objective whic! 
would include Lueas County’s share for the State and National con 
mittee plus what the Lucas County committee felt that it needed for 
its operation, so we would undert: ake to raise that amount of mone \ 
Lucas County, and under the agreement we would return to them. 
The State chairman doesn’t have, except as a member of the Ohio 
Republican Finance Committee, which he is, and his share in that. 
but the only disbursements we make at the direction of the Stat 
chairman are for State candidates, and the returns to the State centra! 
and executive committee are made by action of the Republican finan 
committee. 
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If he needs it, if we have got it, if he has got it comime to him, he 
gets it. If we don’t have it, he can’t get it. 

Senator MoNRON}] wy Is there any budget made by your State 
man that is submitted to you prior to the campaign ‘ 

Mr. Aveusr. Not to me as an individual; to the Ohio Repu 
Finance Committee, of which he isa member. 

Senator MONRONEY. Do you have that budget w 

Mr. Aueusr. I do not. Wait a minute. I say 

I don't believe LT have, because that isn’ 

t.if I have it. 1 will 

I will sav that I have seen 
Committee. 

Senator Monronry. Does that break dow) 

Mr. Aveusr. Now I havea summary of it, let) j 

senator MonroN} , $ Well, that is probably just aus vood., 

Mr. Aucusr. I do not have the detailed budget. and no doubt 
does. Ihave asummary. 


Say so. 


Understand these things, as vou well know, have to be thought out 


wavance \t this moment we don't know how much we would have 

‘try to raise for the Republican National Committee next 

vear, but we are starting to think about what we may have to try 
to raise and try to arrive at some figure. 

Understand, budgets when they are in their incipient stage are 
tentative, but [do have a summary of the funds that it was desirable to 
he raised in Ohio in 1950. 

Senator Monroney. Is that broken down as to candidates or is it 
broken down only as to counties and organizations ¢ 

Mr. \1 GUST. It Is broken down into tive entegvories, f you 
waht me to elve It to you. 

Senator Monronry. Suppose you read the categories first. 

Mr. Avcusr. Without the figures, you say / 

Senator Monroney. Well, you can read the figures. IT just 


ed as to organiza 


dered if it is categoriedt us to candidates or catego 
tron. 

Mr. AvGustr. No; this came up to a desired budget. what we wouid 
have liked to raise, and we did not raise it, Way | say, and never have 
raised what we wanted to vet, No political candidate ever does, or 
organization, but this was a budget for the State and national onlv 
how, 

In creating a budget and I didn’t create this budget you get 
a quota for the State and national committees. The man doesn’t 
live who knows what a county committee is going to ask him for. 
He is voing to wait and see how much he thinks he can vet. So. the 
budget that you create originally is for the State and national com- 
mittees only, because we don’t know what county committees are going 
to want or going to ask for. 

This was broken down into a quota, and this was, as I recall, late 
in 1949. There was no date on this: so I don’t know. but it was 

ite in 1949, and it embodied a total of S1.440,000 which we desired 
to raise for the State and national committees. 

fo that would have to be added whatever had to be raised in the 
mdividual counties. It ineluded a quota for the Republiean National 
Committee for 1949, which we had not paid, of S62.000. 
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In other words, we were in hock to the national committee. A quota 
for the Republican National Committee for 1950 estimated—as I say, 
it had not been arrived at—of $160,000, which they wanted from 
Ohio, according to the preliminary statements; a budget for the regu- 
lar operation of the Republican State headquarters, $280,000; a budg- 
et fer the Olio Republican State campaign to elect a United States 
Senator, 23 Ohio Representatives to Congress, all State elective offi 
clals, including judges and members of the General Assembly, $838, 
OOO, and a budget for the Ohio Republican Finance Committee esti- 
mated at SLOO.QOO, or a total of S$1.440.000. 

That, [ emphasize, was a preliminary budget. That was the budget 
that we set out to raise. It is the budget which we did not raise by 
some $380,000, 1 believe: and naturally there had to be trimming soni 
place, but there is the exact objective that we had for the State and 
national committee m 1950, 

Any elaboration On that would have to be by the State chairman 
as far as the political expenditures are concerned. 

Senator Monronry. You received, though, all the money that came 
Mi. Came through vou 1h you or@anization ¢ 

Mr. Aveustr. eve rv cent. Every cent that I] have shown here passed 
through Oul hands, and it Was so reported by us. 

Senator Monronry. Do vou have any idea of how much money 
Mr. Tate sent over to youl comniunittee / 

Mr. Avucusr. To our committee ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Yes: funds that had come in to the Taft or 
oaunization which, as I understand it. he said they channeled on te 
other Republican organizations. 


Mr. AUGUST. To the best of rh \ knowledge, the only money—now, 


I know Mr. Tate He is a member of the Ohio Republican Finance 
Committee. L will frankly tell vou all the operations and dealings 
that L had with Mr. Tate. 

n the Hamilton County campaign of the Ohio Republican Finance 


Committee, which was to raise money in Hamilton County for the 
operations of the Hamilton County committee and their share of the 
State and national, Mr. Ben Tate was an active participant, and I 
might sav an active contributor, and as such his name is entered on 
our records as a contributor, and Lam sure that he was as much of 
a solicitor as he could be im connection with all his other activities, 
which were primarily, largely, entirely possibly for Senator Taft. 

I don't know. I cant say, but I do know that he made a contri 
bution, and I believe he obtained some for our Hamilton County 
Calnpalon., 

Now, the only other money that I ever vot, or the Ohio Republican 
Finance Committee ever vot, from Mr. Tate was checks that he did 
forward to us, in no large amounts, and they are in our total of 
money that was given to him and that had been made out to the Ohio 
Republican Finance Committee. 

When Mr. Tate would get a check made out to the Ohio Republican 
Finance Committee, he would ask that we endorse that over to Ben E. 
Tate and return it to him. 

Senator Monroney. No. But I understood that his estimate wis 
that some $25,000 had come into the Taft-for-Senate Club that he 
had sent on over to other Republican organizations. 
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Mr. Aveustr. That would have been, then, if that was the truth 
which I assume it is—to the Republican State central and executive 
committees, then, and not to the Ohio Republican Finance Commit 
tee. The figures that I give you are moneys that actually went 
through the Ohio Re pub lean Finance Committee’s hands. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the witness whether 
his reports would indieate the receipts under the hame oft Mr. Tate. 

Mr. Aveusr. Now, let me understand you, Mr. Moore. Would in 

lide what 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Tate’s receipts 
Mr. Aucustr. That he got? The money that he collected / 

Mr. Moorr. No. The money t that you received from him 
vou have just referred to, would that be specifically set up on 
books and in your reports 4 

Mr. Aveust. Not listing Ben E. Tate. That might have been 
few hundred dollars. For instance, J are | O71 ¥ Gee 

Mr. Moore. Let me ask you this, Mr. August. Your report filed in 
Columbus states: 

May 1, 1950, through November 7, 1950, subscriptions received from indi- 
viduals, copies of receipts showing names and amounts filed with this statement, 
totaling $1,231,176.90. 

Mr. Aucusr. That is correct. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, would some of those receipts which are on file 
in Columbus, as you have described them, bear the hame ot Ben kK. 
Tate? 

Mr. Aueust. Not beyond, maybe, a few hundred dollars in inci 
dental checks that he got. He was not in the habit of giving me 
money. I wish he had been. 

Senator Monroney. On page 811 of the hearings yesterday, under 
Mr. Tate's testimony, Senator Hennings’ question is: 

Do you remember how much you sent to the Republican Finance Com 
in Columbus, Ohio, Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Tate. I think it was around $20,000. 

Senator HENNINGS. $20,000? 

Mr. TaTre. Something like that; yes. 

Senator HENNINGS. More or less. It could have been $15,000 or $25,000, or 
something in that vicinity? 

Mr. Tare. It was right around $20,000. 

Mr. Aveust. Unless somebody sent in some checks at Ben’s dire 
tion. But as for Ben Tate’s sending me money, or sending us money, 
we got checks here and there that were made out to the Ohio Repub 
lican Finance Committee. Mr. Ben Tate never came to Columbus and 
gave me money or lists or names or anything like that, to me. And 
that is for sure. 

Senator Monroney. But he could have forwarded on checks which 
he was receiving and did not wish to use in the Taft-for-Senate cam- 
paign ¢ 

Mr. Aucusr. I would have known it, Senator, had it been any siz- 
able amounts. Now, I have had routine communications from Mr. 
‘Tate. Ihave had $100 or $200 checks forwarded " me that were made 
out to the Ohio Republican Finance Committee. But Mr. Tate never 
brought me any money or any checks in anything except — drib 
bles, and in the aggregate they could not have been, to the best of nay 
knowledge or belief, anything approaching that amount of money. 
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Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, in the beginning Mr. August said 
“Except Hamilton County.” 

In your later statements, are you including anything that Mr. 
Tate—— 

Mr. Avcusr. I am talking about what Mr. Tate personally did. 

Senator Smiru. In Hamilton County ¢ 

Mr. Aveustr. As a citizen of Hamilton County, his personal contri 
bution to our campaign in Hamilton County. He has done it every 
year for many years. 

Senator Sairu. But that did not go through your finance com 
mittee / 

Mr. Aueusr. Yes. Mr. ‘Tate made a personal contribution, he and 
his family, to the Ohio Republican Finance Committee campaign. 
That is a personal thing. 

Senator Smiru. Earmarked tor Hamilton County ¢ 

Mr. Aveusr. Earmarked for our joint campaign, Senator, in Ham 
ilton County, just like any other county, a joint campaign there for 
the State, national, and Hamilton ¢ ‘ounty committees, And Ben E, 
Tate made a personal contribution, and so did members of his family, 
made by his personal check, that had nothing to do with his activities 
asa Taft chairman. It was as a citizen of Hamilton County. 

Senator Smiri. Now, we are talking about the Republican finance 
committee. And what I was trying to determine was, was Mr. Tate’s 
contribution earmarked for Hamilton County included in that amount 
that you have been saying has come in to vou for the finance com- 
mittee from Mr. Tate? Or would that be wrong ? 

Mr. Aveust. No. Mr. Tate’s Hamilton County contribution would 
have been just like anyone else in Hamilton County who was solicited 
for our joint campaign there. That was a personal thing. This 
other is not a personal thing. Mr. Tate, T assume, got many checks. 
Some of those checks, as he testified, were made out in a variety of 
ways. We got some checks that were made out to the Taft-for-Senate 
Committee, and I would forward those down. I mean, there are not 
many, but two, three, or four, maybe, here and there. 

Senator Smiru. I think what we were trying to get, or what I was 
trying to get, anyway, 1s what Mr. ‘Tate gave to the Republican finance 
committee, you, or any other member of the committee mcluding any 

earmarked contributions, not as the Taft treasurer, but just as Ben 
Tate. 

Mr. Aveustr. Tam trying to answer you very honestly, Senator. 

Senator Samiti. Yes; 1 know you are. 

Mr. Aucusr. Tam try ing to separate Ben ‘Tate personally from Ben 
Tate as Taft-for-Senate treasurer. 

Senator Suir. 1 think that is where I am probably getting coi 
fused. 

Mr. Auveustr. As “es n Tate personally, we have a campaign in Hamil- 
ton County for X amount of dollars, which includes their share for 
the State and n: aie, il committees and the money for the operation of 
the Hamilton County Republican Executive Committee. As a citizen, 
as a previous contributor, Mr. Tate was solicited, and it would not be 
difficult to solicit him, because he has always made a personal contri 
bution in Hamilton County, where he has lived all his life. 

So, he made a personal contribution of whatever amount it is, paid 
by his personal check, and I believe his wife made one in her personal 
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check. That has nothing to do with his activities as Taft-for-Senate 
manager. That was just like any one of hundreds of other contribu- 
torsin Hamilton County. ‘That goes in our report. It is headed “Ben 
EK. Tate.” and whatever he may have contributed, as a personal thing. 

Now, Ben Tate as treasurer of the Taft-for-Senate Committee was 
nterested in raising money for Senator Taft, and I might say cer 
tainly more interested in raising money for Senator Taft than any 
thing in his life. But, in the course of his operations as treasurer of 
the Taft-for-Senate Committee, he got many checks, and we got many 

hee re in raising this amount of money that we made. 

» Ben gets some checks, and included in those checks are—they 
are made out in a variety of ways, Senator. You cannot, as you well 
now, convince people that a ae - should be made out in such-and 
re a way. They would come to him in a variety of ways. But 
there were a few. and if there were hundreds and hundreds I could 
tell you—there were some checks that come to Ben made out to the 
Ohio Republican Finance Committee. It was easier for Ben Tate to 
send those checks to us and let us deposit them and credit them to our 
account than it would ever have been for him to send them to us and 
have us endorse them to Ben Tate, if we would; but once we get our 

hands on them, I don’t think we would, anyway. 

But the aggregate of those—I am sure—I could not say, and I am 
not trying to conceal anything—could not have been in excess of 
couple of thousand dollars here and there. But in a busy year, I kept 
no tabulation of it, because there was no reason to. 

Senator SmirnH. That is, Ben Tate, treasurer of the Taft campaign, 
that you are speaking of now / 

Mr. Aveusr. That is right. 

Senator Smirn. Now. separate from that. Ben ‘Tate, the person, 
gave you some money ‘ 

Mr. AuaGust. Only as I point out. 

Senator Smrru. He gave the finance committee money, I am talk- 
Ing about. 

Mr. Aucusr. That is right. 

Senator Smirno. And some of that was earmarked especially for 

© Hamilton County campaign. 

Now, I think that counsel said, if I remember correctly, that Mr. 
Pate testified that it was 820.000. Did he give that to the finance 

mmittee. 

Mr. Avcusr. Ile did not. Now, he may have given it to the Re 
publican State central and executive committee. 

Senator Smiru. Yes. 

Aveusr. He did not elve it to me. He never has been in my 
lice bese ¢ that campaign. 1 would not say I never saw him, be 
ause I did see him in Cincinnati one time. But it was just come) 
dental. He never handed me any money or any bundle of checks 

‘any list of names. 

Senator Smiru. He might have given that, when he testified 

e gave the 820.000, he might have given that to Mr. Bliss, the chair 
in of the State committee. 

Mr. Aveusr. He could have. 

Senator Smirnu. I think that clears it up. 

Senator Monroney. This might help to clear up the record, that 

i@ Ohio Republican State central and executive committee received 
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$370,500 from the Republican finance committee, but it also show 
receipts of 367,035 from 5.220 individual contributors. 

Ordinarily, all money should be channeled through your financ 
committee, should it not / 

Mr. Aveusr. It is desirable. We would like to have everybody 
who ever makes a political contribution in Ohio send it through us 
who wouldn't? but you try to get them to do it, and we think we 
have made tremendous strides in vetting the people educated to the 
idea of giving their money to one source for all things: but, asking 
them to do it, wanting them to do it. and getting them to do it. ar 
entirely different things. 

Great strides have been made, but money, no matter what you say. 
money is paid to individual candidates; money is paid to individual 
committees; money is paid here, there, and everywhere, but not a- 
much in Ohio as any place else, I should say. 

Senator Monroney. Most of the out-of-State campaign contribu 
tions in large amounts, our committee investigators show that you 
account for approximately $30,000 in sums over $1,000, 

Mr. Avueusr. From out-of-State / 

Senator Monroney. From out-of-State, including such contribu 
tion as that $10,000 received from the Pew family in Philadelphia. 

Was $30,000 about the total amount of out-of-State ‘émdions' 

Mr. Aveusr. It shows exactly in our report, and Mr. Fisher would 
have gotten it. I thought it was in the neighborhood of twenty-iive 
to thirty thousand; I don’t have a recollection of what it was. It 
wasn't over 30. That would be the top estimate, and we have a list 
ing of every out -of-State contributor listed under an out-of-State file. 

Now, there were people from out of the State of Ohio who made 
contributions in individual counties. As I recall, the total on out 
of-State was not as much as $30,000, but it could have been. Our 
records would show to the penny what it was, and would list the names 
and addresses of the contributors. 

Senator Monroney. You did list the names and addresses, and our 
staff says that it is $30,000, a $30,000 total, as shown by your report. 

Mr. Aveusr. Then, I would say—— 

Senator Monronry. But in going through here I see nothing what- 
soever from the State of Texas. 

Mr. Avcust. I had no contributions, to the best of my knowledge, 
from the State of Texas. 

Senator Monroney. You had no contributions as much as $1,000 
from Houston or $10,000 from Dallas? 

Mr. Auveusr. We had no $10,000 contributions at all. It is aaginst 
the law to accept a contribution—— 

Senator Moxronry. Two $5,000 contributions, I will say. 

Mr. Aveusr. It is against the law—it is not against the law to ac 
cept two $5,000 contributions, but the fellow has to pay a gift tax on 
our interpretation of all over $5,000, so we would not want anybods 
to make a $5,000 contribution to us, and no one did. 3 

Senator Monronery. So far as you know there is nothing then to 
any rumor—— 

Mr. Aucusr. I know there is no $5,000 contribution from Texas 
i our reports, or from anybody else any place else. 

Senator Smiru. You are speaking about the Finance Committee ? 
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Mr. Avcustr. I am speaking about the Ohio Republican Finance 
Committee, which is the only one IT can speak for, 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt for a question / 

Mr. August, did vou ever receive any contributions that you refused 
to accept and sent back to the contributor / 

Mr. Aucusr. Yes; I have. 

Senator Smiryu. What was the 

Mr. Aveust. Incidentally, I went over with Mr. Fisher and I ex 
plained our whole operations to Mr. Fisher and the other invest 
gators—well, not—because we want to obey the law and protect every- 
body we will not acce pt a corporation ¢ hee ‘kk. You drive it into their 
heads year after year in these campaigns—vyou have got 8&8 county 
hairmen or as many as you can get—"Do not accept a corporation 
check. It must be pe rsonal.” 

Yet we get In our reports which will come in from Stark County 

Lucas County or Montgomery County or any place, and inevitably 
there are some maane ion checks. 

Sometimes they are revealed by saying “Wood Motors, Inc.,” and 

e know it is. 

If there is any question, if it is not obviously a personal check, 
spend many hours having a girl get on the telephone or going over t« 
the secretary of state’s office to determine if that company is 
ncorporated. 

If it is incorporated we have a letter, a form letter, a copy of which 
is personally written, which I gave a copy to Mr. Fisher, and we re- 
turn it and we say, “Dear Mr. Jones: Thank you for your check for 
S25 or $50 or whatever the amount may be.” If it were $5,000, we 
would say it. “We welcome your support. We cannot accept a cor 
por ition check. We are trving to protect you, as well as us. We 
would appreciate it if you would void this check and give us your 
per onal fy ‘he iC ke 

Ve don’t get them back anywhere near as many times as we would 
like to. It is just lost in the void, and it is a contribution th: it you 
have to kiss good-by in many cases, but I will say there never have 
wen any large amounts. 

As I pointed out to Mr. Fisher, they are usually 25°8, 50’s and 100° 
of an automobile company that is incorporated or something else. 

Senator Smrru. What is the largest that vou recall that vou eve: 
ent back of that kind / 

Mr. Avcusr. Well, Senator, I honestly don’t know, I couldn't te 
vou, CO the best of my knowledge. We searched our files—we don 
Keep a COpy of those letiers, not because we are trving to destroy then . 

tC we are obeying the law when we do it. I can't recall any over. 

iv, a couple of hundred dollars. 

Senator Smiru. You would not recall any for 85,000 or 810,000 ¢ 


Mr. Aveusr. If there would be any such one. Senator. | would 





about it, and | would tel] vou about it Nobody has ever vlvel 
i check for $5,000 or 810,000 or given the committee, for that 
matter, There have been people who have otfered to, and i? 


dual counties that I have heard about and have been advised 

it It is against the law, and if they want to contribute 85.000, they 
ould contribute SO.000 to one official committee and put the othe 
»2.000 to another official committee. because the law Savs a So 00 


ontribution—but it is our belief that anvthing over 83.000 and up 
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to $5,000 or up to any amount, is subject to gift tax, and we so advise 
them. But, believe me, there are not very many people around say 
ing, “How can I give you $5,000?” 

Senator Monroney. Not even in Ohio? 

Mr. Aucusr. Nor any other State, as I think you will probably 
know. 

Mr. Moorr. Is it your testimony, Mr. August, that there were no 
$5,000 contributions / 

Mr. Aveusr. There was no $5,000 contribution to the Ohio Repub 
ican Finance Committee, to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Moors. Do you recall any contribution from Mr. R. K. Le 
Blond? 

Mr. August. Yes. Mr. Le Blond—I mean I don’t recall it; 1 am 
not saying, you understand, that nobody did give $5,000, and if they 
did it was a mistake to do it that way. 

Mr. Le Blond, who is a Cincinnati industrialist, and I believe, now 
that you mention it, he did give $5,000, in 35,000 contributions com 
ing in in a period of a few months, you don’t recall—I believe now 
that you mention it that Mr. Le Blond did give $5,000, R. K. Le Blond 

Mr. Moore. I think it is only fair, Mr. Chairman, for the record to 
indicate that that was the only one that our search uncovered. 

But getting back to that, Mr. Witness, is it not a fact that under 
your present system of reporting, the voters of Ohio do not know in 
any election year how much money has been disbursed by you or a 
ceived by your committee between the period January 1 and May 1? 

Mr. Aveusr. Or whatever the primary date is. 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. Aveust. I mean, we obey the law, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. That is right. I am not suggesting that you are violat 
ing the law; I am saying that is the fact, is it not ? 

Mr. Aucust. They wouldn't know to the penny; they would not 
know in that period. 

Mr. Moore. As you see it, because the law does not require you to 
report those receipts and disbursements between those periods? 

Mr. AvuGusr. That is our honest belief and contention, but I do-say 
in that connection that 

Mr. Moore. Just a further question if I can interrupt you, and the 
reason for that is your interpretation of the law, the interpretation 
made for you, that expenditures and contributions before the primary 
are not connected with a nomination or election, is that correct ? 

Mr. Aveusr. That is correct. 

Mr. Moorr. Now then, don’t you, in fact, receive contributions, say, 
in the month of March and April during the election year? 

Mr. Aveust. That is right; but contrary to any previous testimon) 
it isawfully tough raising money in January, F ‘ebruar y, March, April, 
May. and the nearer you get to election, the easier it is, several months 
before, and the months afterward, you cannot do it very well. 

It is true we raised money before. 

Mr. Moore. I would like to put this question to you. Our check 
indicated that Mr. Forrest L. Williams of Portsmouth, Ohio, con 
tributed $2,000 on February 15, 1950, and $1,600 on May 10, 1950. 

Is it your contention that the February 15 contribution was not in 
connection with an election, while the May 10 contribution was? 
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Mr. Aveustr. That would be my personal opinion. I mean, I am not 
a politician; Iam not in the political business. 

Mr. Moore. I mean you are the financial officer of this committee, 
are you not 

Mr. Aucusr. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. And charged with the responsibility of making these 


determinations as to when these matters should be reported, isn’t that 


<0 ¢ 


Mr. Avucusr. The finance committee gets legal advice so that it can 
observe the law, and the law says that you should file a list of your 
expenditures and receipts from the primary date until election date, 
and we so do. 

If the law said January 1 to election date we would have so done: 
had the law said January 1 to December 31, we would have so done. 
But don’t you see there would be a situation that would be very confus- 
ing if various committees would start interpreting the law as to what 
somebody may think it should have been instead of obeyit g@ what the 
law says, according to your counsel? I mean, we have no intention 
of avoiding any law or concealing any figures or we would not have 
brought down the figures that we had for the entire year. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, referring to your reports, your testimony was that 
you give the names, addresses, and amounts; is that right? 

Mr. Aveusr. That is right, of every contributor. 

Mr. Moore. In that connection, you differed from the reports filed 
by Mr. Tate’s committee; isn’t that so? 

Mr. Avucusr. I cannot—except what I heard Mr. Tate say, I don’t 
know. 

As somebody pointed out, we are a continuing organization equipped 
to do that sort of thing. I can see where Mr. Tate would—how he ever 
did what he did, I don’t know, but we are a continuing organization 
equipped, and we keep our reports and have been doing it for many 
years, and equipped to make complete reports, and we file with the 
secretary of state within 10 days, as required by law, not 15 or 20 
days—but 10 days after the election, we take over to the secretary of 
state our report and a bale of receipts which show the names, the ad 
dresses, and the amount of contributions of every contributor in the 
period specified by law. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, then, the appendix A which you submitted here 
shows a transfer, I believe, of $150,000 to your operating account; Is 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. Aveusr. That is correct. 

Mr. Moorr. What is the operating account? What does it consist 
of ? 

Mr. Aueust. I can break that down for you if you want me to. 

Mr. Moore. In general, what is it / 

Mr. Aveust. I suspected that the committee or its counsel or its 
investigators may have had some idea that the Ohio Republican Fi 
nance Committee in its operating account was using some money, 
perhaps, for political expenditures. 

It is used solely for the personnel, the cost of the financial campat 
printed matter, office rent, lights, dozens of things. 

Mr. Moore. Is it not a fact that your committee, the Ohio Republi- 
can Finance Committee, and the State central and executive commit 
tee, share the same offices 
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Mr. AucGusr. We did: we do not now. 

Mr. Moore. You do not now ¢ 

Mr. Aucust. No; we do not. We did up until a couple of months 
avo. 

Mr. Moorr. Are you located in the same building ? 

Mr. Aucusr. No; we are not. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. August, have there been any recent campaigns in 
which candidates for both the gubernatorial and the senatorial offices 
were financed by your committee / 

Mr. Aveusr. Have there been any recent campaigns in which sena- 
torial and gubernatorial campaigns have been financed by our com 
inittee / 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. Aucusr. We don’t finance anybody—we would not spend money 
for anything except at the direction of some authorized person. 

We made distributions, as shown, to the gubernatorial candidate 
‘ind his committees in the sum of $64,000 at the direction of the State 
chairman, who had money coming to him against his budget, and 
directed us to make those checks out to this committee. Senatorial, 
no. We have not, and I believe that we never have directly to guber- 
natorial eandidates in the past. 

Mr. Moorr. Well, you did in 1950, 

Mr. Avueusr. We did in 1950. at the direction of the State chairman. 

Mr. Moorr. But you did not do so in 1946 ¢ 

Mr. Aveusr. We did not, to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Moore. How often do you have a gubernatorial election ¢ 

Mr. Aveusr. Every 2 years, sir. 

Mr. Moore. In 1948 you did not contribute directly to the guber 
natorial campaign 4 

Mr. Avueusr. No. There was a different State chairman. 

Mr. Moore. In 1946 did you contribute in any greater amount to 
the senatorial campaign than you did in the year 19504 

Mr. Aueusr. I have nothing except my recollections: [ cant even 
tell you who was running for Senator in 1946 in Ohio, which is a sad 
commentary on my political knowledge, perhaps, but I would say 
that no contribution was made directly to any senatorial committee. 

Now, I couldn’t stand up and say that as an actual fact, but I 
positive that no contribution at any time has ever been made directly 
to a senatorial committee: congressional, ves, 1n every year, ever 
congressional year; and in 1950 to congressional candidates and to 
State candidates, at the direction of the State chairman. In other 
words, we were told to vive so.000 to the Ebright tor Governor Con 

and it was his determination, and a correct one, I believe, “Why 
ut a cheek for 85.000 to the State central and executive com 

»and then have them make out a check for $5,000 to Ebright (7 
We did it direct. It is chargeable against his quota, and we ar 
wing that the expenditure Was made, and at whose direction ana 
noitis chargeable Lo. 

Senator Monronry. Whose quota was it chargeable against / 

Mir. Aveusr. Mr. Biiss’. the State chairman. Senator, he would 
ve a quota, Whatever it was, that 8836,000 whatever it was. I don’t 
recall. Ile would have a quota. We paid toward that quota the $420, 
000 plus the amount of money that we paid to candidates at his direc 
tion, were chargeable against his quota, and if you add the two to- 


] 
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gether and apply it against what he wanted, vou can see that he 


didn't vet the amount of money that. in his jucdement, he should have 


had. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. August, does your system, vou! 
the law require vou to keep two sets ot books / 
Mr. Aueusr. Wait a minute, what do 
two sets of books, if the iden IS What | th 
Mer. Moore. No, 1 am not DMpiving 
mean here you have been able to vive 
January through May, and systematic: 
on the receipts from Mav to November. 
Mr. Aveusr. We have one set of box 
to December 31, and they were exani 


to them, look at anythine you want, a 


Laan’ | to December 31. 
\t any give time, any date that anybody selects 
there was as of that date, so you can ta 
to November 7 and just lift them out by the 
machine and subtracting one figure from 
two sets of books. It is all in one set of books. 
Mr. Moore. Your statement here indicat: 
ary to May, you received a total of S426.1506.53 
Mr. Aucusr. What was the fieure you used 
Mr. Moorr, 3426,000, 
Mr. AvGusr. That is the period from Janu 
vember 7 to December 31, 2s vou will see at the t 
Mr. Moorr. I see, for that time. 
Mr. AvuGust. It is not the period from Januarv 1 to May 
if comes in from November 7 on, too. In othe words, | don 


} 
¢ 


Ow that is divided, li wasnt Hii\ mntent not fo pros de Phil 
tion. I just took the period which we had to report 
| took the over-all period, and then I took the two 
and you add the two togethe and | would say { 
to exactly to the penny any figure we have, and 
ind no doubt have been verified by youl committee, 
oul records. 


Mr. Moore. But the receipts during the early part of the 


the latter part of the veal excluding the Canipaign period, Chive 


} ‘ ry / 


celpts, a cording to your Interpretation are not related to an electio 

Mr. Ave6ust. *As far as the law is concerned and interpretation that 
. put On the law 1y counsel ana | an sure if is an honest opinion 
with no attempt to evade any law—that the contributions received 
prior tothen and after then are not usable in the campaien and 
used, 

Now, understand the factor of the reoular Operation of a State head 
quarters, We actually by opinion of counsel would hot have Lo report 
that. We report every eent. Salaries have been ki¢ked around | 
vhat is So and sos salary, ana Was it included. Kvervbody - 
ind yet by interpretation of the law we wouldn't have to report what 

cost to operate the State headquarters, the finance committee. but 
we do report it. 

Mr. Moorr. Just one tinal question, Mr. August \re the 

f those contributions for the period that vou don’t report 


tO] the SOUTCeS for the period th it Vou do report ¢ 
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Mr. Aveusr. You brought up Williams. He is a regional chairman 
of ours. We encourage our regional chairmen to be generous in thei 
contributions, and they do make contributions. 

Nobody tells them when to make them, and the fact that he make- 
them in February is a matter of his own business. Let me have yout 
question again. Imay not have answered it. I want to. 

Mr. Moore. I wonder if the reporter could read the question back 

(The reporter read the last question. ) 

Mr. Aveust. No: they are the same. I mean, understand—tak 
November 7, for instance. You are required to make a report 10 days 
after election. Now believe me, in those 10 days there is a lot of work 
to be done, and I know you have got to shut off on November 7 to be 
able to make a report within 10 days after election. 

If some money comes in on November 7, 8. and 9 which it does, 
that naturally is not included in this, not because we are not trying to 

nelude it, but if we waited until the ninth day, we couldn't comply 
with the law to report. 

If the law said December 1, vou would have more time and you could 
include more, but the amounts are not too large as shown, and we 
show in a breakdown of those interim periods that are not required 
by report, we show where that money went. You can evaluate it your 
self. We show to the penny where any money we received in the 
interim period woes for the committee's inform: ation. 

Mr. Moorr. Of the $426,000 figure, what percentage of that is at 
tributable to the postelection period, would vou say / 

Mr. Aveust. You mean the total receipts in the two interim periods 
from January 1 to May land from November 7 / 

Mr. Moore. That is right. 

Mr. Avueusr. That is purely a guess, Mr. Moore, and maybe not a 
good one. Maybe vour committee can show that. It would be my 
eness that of 8426,000, not all of which was to come to the finance 
committee in the first place—I mean some of that was to go back to 
counties, and so forth—it would be my guess that of the $426,000, 
pe — 8250,000 might have been from November 7 until December 

, but that is purely a guess. 

"1 could get exact figures and would be very happy to forward them 
to the committee of the amounts we got from Janu: iry 1 to May 1, and 
then the amounts from November 7. If the committee desires it I 
would be hap py to se nd you a letter with that information. 

Mr. Moore. Thank you, that would be fine. We would like it. 

No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. I was interested in your statement which you 
mi opt arher that the bulk of the money comes in late in the campaign 
and it is very, very difficult to get money early in the campaign o1 
aes the primary, 

I just thought it was particularly a coincidence that the Taft for 
Senate Club in its report was able to raise in the primary $148,982.86. 
but reported contributions from the primary on until the general 
election of only $35,320.70. 

Mr. Avcusr. I am not in a position, Senator, to honestly say why 
that is. I believe that Mr. Tate explained that, that he did get addi 
tional moneys that he paid to other committees, giving them a list of 
the contributors 
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That isn’t the way we do it, but understand again we are a continu 
ng organization. I believe he raised more than $35,000, which he 
said he did, but that he gave some of this to other committees. 

Senator Monroney. That is why we were asking you about this 

hanne hin we of mohe \ to your organiz: ition or to othe ‘Ts, I beheve vou 

id you re membe red only about 82,000. 

Mr. Aveusr. Senator, I couldn’t even go back and tabulate it, and 

f it was $50,000 IT would be happy to tell the Senate committee that 
Mr. Tate gave us $50,000, but it would be my impression that. it 

ouldn’t have been more than that, and Mr. Tate never did anything 
nit send a couple of checks through the mail occasionally that were 

ide out to the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, and for his own 
onvenience and they were from the State of Olio he certainly 

asn’t going to give us any other money. He did not give us any 
other money, 

Senator Monroney. [ notice in your report, contributions on May 

», 1950, made by John W. Timken, New London, 83,000; H. HH. 
limken, Jr, Canton, Ohio, $35,000: W. Robert Timken. Canton, Ohio, 

000: 89,000 total from the family. 

Mi. Avcusr. That 1s correct. 

Senator Monronery. Is that the same family that owns the Timken 
Roller Bearing Co. with which we were concerned vesterday ( 

Mr. Aueusr. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. On the institutional advertising / 

Mr. Avucusr. That is correct. Mr. Timken is a member of the Oh 
Republican Finance Committee—W. Robert. 

Senator Monroney. ‘To perhaps correct testimony which you were 


hot ina position to know, you sti ated that none of the contributions 


e 


iat had gone into the Republican senatorial committee. so fa a3 


you knew, had come back to the senatorial campaign. 

Mr. Aveusr. In Ohio? 

Senator Monroney. The Senator’s campaign. 

Mr. Aveusr. From the national committee / 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sit 

Mr. Aucusr. I am certain that none did. 

Senator Monroney. Under the report filed by the Northern Ohio 
Taft-for-Senate Committee, Cleveland, Ohio—I am merely doing 
this to correct the record, for which you could in no way be account- 
able—the Republican senatorial campaign committee contributed 
S?2 DOO, according to their report. 

Mr. Aveusr. That is a miracle if they did. 

Senator Monroney. That is what the evidence—— 

Mr. Aueusr. I have no knowledge of that. They probab ly did. 

Senator Monroney. That would have been, then. the national Re- 
publican senatorial committee ¢ 

Mr. Aveusr. Certainly it wasn't me. They may have done that. 
Now, when I said that they did not, 1 was honest, knowing how hard 

woul | be for —— to get any money out of the Republicar 1 Na 
tional Committee once they late hed their hands to it. I was saving 

onestly that they do not return money to Ohio, and to the best of 

y knowledge the ‘vy have not. But that is no doubt true. 

Senator Monronry. You recall, perhaps, the letter of Mr. Tate 
lat Was processed ¢ 

Mir. August. I do. 
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Senator Monronry. And with the overprint on it, “Here is hoy 
you ca 1 best help Bob Taft”? 

a \veusr. That is right. 

nator Monronery. Soliciting funds for the Ohio Republica: 
ere Committee ¢ 

Mr. Aucusr. | do. 

Senator Monroney. If the estimate vivel by Senator Taft is col 
rect. that SLOO.00O to SZ00.000 of the money rr tised and spent by the 
Republican finance committee 1s correct, then only about sl out of 
every S10, or at best $2 out of every S10 that was contributed, was 
usable for the Senator Taft campaign; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. AuGust. You mean, the over all? very cent we vot / 

Senator Monronery. Yes, sir 

Mr. AvuGusr. Out of every cent we got! 

Senator Monroney. | am breakine down the amounts now and de 
ducting the other expenditures out of that. 

Mr. AUGUST. Have you deducted out what we returned to the cou 
ties, or are you including that? 

Senator Monroney. Lam including what you returned to the Stat 
colbiittee, of SBTOOOO, and the so50.000 that you-—— 

Mir. AuGusr. Senator, are you referring now to the period for the 


whole year ¢ 
Senator Monroney. No. I am referring to the way you usually 


report. From May 1, 1950, to November 7, 1950, you show that you 


retul “en to the counties $535.787.56. 

Mr. Aueusr. That ts right. 

Senator Monroney. And to the State committee, $370,500, which 
Was a campaign war chest, you might say. I am deducting all the 
other expenditures, which gives a total of 8906.287.56, of which Sena- 
tor Taft testified he received from S1L00,000 to $200,000, 

Mr. AvGusr. Senator, this is a matter of personal opinion. It is 
my opinion that the amount that was returned to the counties is not in 
the same category as money that was paid t oO the State central and 
executive committees. You are distributing that money ino many, 
many counties in the State of Ohio. Your evaluation of it is bette: 
than mine. But how you evaluate that--but go ahead, take the total 
The two are S900,000, LT assume. 

Senator Monronry. Nine hundred and six thousand dollars, rough 
ly 
"Mr. Aveust. You would say if if was $200,000, by the Senator’ 
stimate—understand, 1 don’t know what was spent for them—you 
will have to get that from the people who did the spending. But it 
it Was S200.000, and even putting in the COUNTY figures, if you assume 
that every cent of that money that was rer to the counties was 
spent for Senator Taft, it would be 1 to 4, or 1 to 5, roughly. 

Senator Monroney. What we are trving to find out, if we can, is 
sole Way We can arrive, when we write legislation, at how we are going 
to break down these State campaign funds to the Republican or 
Democratic Party and allocate them, through accounting measures or 
through arbitrary percentages, or something, to a senatorial campaign. 
We hate to do that if we are voing to make the limits that we finally 
hope to make, effective many way, shape or form. 

Mr. AuGustr. Senator, these returns—and you are familiar with 
them, probably, if it is done in your own State—a return to a county 
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committee—the fact that we make returns to county committees under 
agreement is not an attempt to conceal anything at all. 
“Senator Monroney. I realize that. 

Mr. Aveust. And the committee itself would have a most difficult 
time in evaluating, say, $2,300 returned to Auglaize County, if that 
was the figure, what pércentage for Senator Taft, what percentage 
was used for the governor, and this, that, and the other. It 1s my 
opinion, asa nonpolitical person, that money returned to counties, like 
money that is paid to the State central and executive committees, is 
money used for the whole ticket. How you divide it—and nobody, 
I don’t think, is trying to avoid saying what specific money was spent 
for Senator Taft. Nobody is trying to avoid that, at all, I don’t be- 
lieve, and certainly not on our side. 

Senator Monroney. But the point I am making is, if it is true that 
only S1 out of eve rv 39 or $2 oi of every 3 that came in was used 
for Senator Taft’s behalf-—— 

Mr. Aveusr. By his estimate. 

Senator Monroney. By his estimate. That was the understanding, 
of these donors, for example, or some of these that were in here, that 
that was the way that they would probably feel their money was 
allocated ¢ 

Mr. Aveust. I am certain, Senator, that we have built up the con 
fidence in the Ohio Republican Finance Committee over a period of 
years. It is representative, and the members of it are substantial 
people in the State of Ohio, and by that means we have built up con- 
fidence in this committee that the contributors feel that the Ohio 
Republican Finance Committee is represented by members from every 
section of the State, substantial people, and is in a better position to 
determine how the money should best be spent. And if they are 
willing to make their contributions that way—— 

Senator Monroney. Don't vou believe that this letter of Mr. Tate's, 
“Here is how you can best he ‘Ip Bob Taft.” would indicate that he was 
going to get more help than that out of that than $1 out of every SY or 
$2 out of every $97 

Mr. Aucust. I believe that the Senator was of the opinion that 
the best way to help him was through helping the whole ticket, be 
cause many times he made the statement officially and otherwise 
about how lmportant it was to elect Congressmen, to elect the Gov 
ernor, tO elect State officials all down the line. And I believe that 

as of the opinion that the best way that you could help him was 
0 ie ‘Ip elect Congressmen and others who would support his views. 

I mean, there was no attempt to—well, let us say, sure, vou sell 
your best piece of merchandise, no matter what business you are in. 
\nd certainly Bob Taft was our best piece of merchandise. 

Senator Monroney. And wouldn't that be, then, the merchandise 
that vou would advertise the most, and that you would spend the most 

the radio for, and that vou would spend the most in promotion, 
to help get the vote out ? Would that not be it? He was the leader 
f the ticket. He was Mr. Republicar 1», In Ohio. ihe same as he is 

itionally. And it is very hard for me to feel that only $1 out of 
ery $9 that was spent was properly chargeable, [ mean, on any 
timate, to the Taft campaign. 

Mr. Aveusr. Senator, Iam certain that the State chairman, when 

testifies, will honestly tell you every cent that was spent for Taft, 

21644—52 31 
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and do his best at estimating. In this letter of Mr. Tate’s, I am cer 
tain that Ben Tate, who was the treasurer of the Taft committee, 
even though he is a member of the Ohio Republican Finance Commit 
tee, would have never put his name to this letter, and I know Ben 
Tate would never have put his signature to this letter unless he was 
convinced that that was the best way to help Bob Taft. 

Senator Monroney. Let me put it this way: Suppose this letter, 
or a similar letter, had gone out to all represe ntatives: “Please con 
tribute to the Republican finance committee’s campaign funds. $1 
out of every $9 or $2 out of every $9 that is raised will be spent fo: 
Bob Taft.” Would you have gotten then, the same amount of con 
tributions? 

Mr. Aveusr. Senator, I would say maybe not. I don’t know. | 
could not answer that question. I would say that we probab hy would 
not have. But I cannot say, because fhe people who support om 

‘ampaign are people who have been doing it for many years. They 
did not change last year, any different from what they had been i) 
others. There were additional contributors, I will say, more con 
tributors last year than ever before. 

Senator Monroney. And at least the $30,000 that the committee 
experts find coming in from outside the State was coming in not for 
the sheriff of Franklin County or for the members of the State legis 
lature or even for Governor / 

Mr. Aveusr. Senator, 1 don’t know what persuasive methods our 
county finance chairman used, but they are top people. There was a 
great interest in the campaign. In going around the country, they 
would not hesitate to take a check from their own county; but, if 
they had the ingenuity or salesmanship enough to get $100 from some 
body, they put it in in their own county, for which I don’t blame 
them. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, is it not true that money spent for 
organization purposes benefits all of the regular members on the 
ticket, and that the more people you can get out to vote for the local 
candidates, the more people you will vet for the top of the ticket: 
and, therefore, it is difficult to say just how much mone V would | 
spent for any individual? It is a matter of organization; is 
not ¢ 

Mr. Aveusr. You said “Mr. Chairman.” You mean me / 

Senator Smirn. T meant Mr. August: yes. 

Mr. Aveusr. I would certainly say so. Honestly, Senator, how yo 
could evaluate in a specific item—now, you know county politic: 
chairmen. 

Senator Smirn. It would be a great advantage to Senator Taft if hi 
could vel all the Republicans out through organization ; would it not / 

Mr. Aveusr. That is right. 

Senator Smiru. He is going to get those votes, anyway. 

Mr. Aveusr. That isright. Anda lot of this work in registration 
who can say—now, I have nothing to do with it—but who can-say in a 
registration campaign that that is not going to help everybody 1 
down the line? Cert: unty it is not going to help one candidate. 

Senator Monroney. I agree that it he ‘Ips everybody to get the vote 
out, and for the general campaign for the party, but it is ‘still a little 
difficult to see, even in a State committee's budget, $55,000 directly 


arijyt 
om! 
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given to the Ebright-for-Governor Club and only $2,500 being given 
directly to the Taft-for-Senate Club. 

Mr. Aucusr. Now, wait a minute. The State committee no doubt 
made expenditures for Taft that Mr. Bliss will testify about. We 
don’t make a political expenditure. Now, the committee would very 
well say, "All meht. The Olio Republican Finance Committee gave 
855.000 to Ebright. Why was there only $2500 to Taft 0” 

That was not our function. I will tell you why that was, in just 

e instance. That money Wits paid to those committees for specific 

ings, at my direction, and on my authority alone. At the last min- 
ute, for instance, that Franklin County thing, they had a mailing 
ready to go out for Senator Taft at the last minute, and they did not 
have the money for the postage, and Russ Campbell put the tap on 
me and waned to know whether | would give them whatever amount 

was so that they could matl out this thing for Senator Taft, and 
| authorized the expenditure, or the issuance of a check, to them for 

if purpose, at no one’s direcion, and with no one else’s knowledge 
it the moment. 

Senator Monroney. In other words, if it had not been for that last 
minute mailing, Senator Taft would have had earmarked for him only 
$1,500 out of the whole thing 

Mr. Aveusr. That is meht. from the Finance Committee. Now, 
I am not saying, and nobody is saying, that that is the amount of 
money spent for him. But we do not make political expenditures, 
senator. 

Senator Monroney. nity to the extent, as you outlined, of S94.500 
d rectly to the State candidates / 

Mr. Avueusr. I mean. we do not have anything to say on how that 

ol e\ is spent. We have nothing to say about how any of the money 

spent, except as Mr. Bliss is on the State Finance Committee. As 
far as the political expenditures he makes, we raise the money to the 
best of our ability and distribute it according to agreements. We do 
not spend money for political purposes, and I am trying to show why 
there were not large amounts of money for Senator Taft in our budget, 
or any amount. There was not. 

Senator Monroney. Perhaps this is beyond your knowledge. On 

Southern Ohio Taft-for-Senate Club, there Is a contribution of 

000 from H.R. Cullen. 

Mr. Aveusr. H. R. who? 

Senator Monroney. H. R. Cullen, C-u-l-l-e-n. Do you know 
address / 

Mr. Aueusr. I never heard of him. 

Senator Monroney. You do not know whether he is a regular 
Republican contributor ? 

Mr. Aveusr. H. R. Cullen? And I have a wide acquaintance in 
Ohio with people who contribute money. I do not know the man 
[ never heard of him. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any further questions, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. No further questions. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have any further questions, Senator 
Smith ? 


Senator Smirn. No questions. 
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Senator Monronry. We deeply appreciate your kindness in stay- 
ing here for the full week and giving us the be nefit of your testimony, 
It has been most helpful to the committee. 

Do you have, before you leave, any suggestions as to how, or 
you can think of them when you go back, how we can devise som 
methods of properly allocating, for accounting purposes, senatoria 
expenditures that are made by a State Republican or State Demo 
cratic campaign committee / 

Mr. Aveusr. I take the position that I am not a political-minded 
person, especially—— 

Senator Monroney. You have had a great deal of experience, how 
ever, In campaigns. 

Mr. Aucusr. That is right. I have not reflected upon it. I would 
not only be glad to reflect upon it, but to discuss it with members of 
the committee and ask them their ideas. 

Senator Monronry. We would appreciate that deeply, because | 
think that is one of the most difficult questions that this committee 
must approach, and you men who have had experience in State-wide 

campaigns over a number of years might help us to come up with some 
kind of accounting procedure or percentage procedure whereby we 
can properly allocate to the senatorial campaigns that portion which 
is justly chargeable to them. 

Mr. Aveust. If the committee desires it, 1 would be glad to send 

i letter to every member of the Ohio Republican Finance Committee 
asking them if they had any ideas on legislation, and whatever the 
response would be, to forward it, if that would be helpful. 

Senator Monroney. It certainly would be helpful to the committee, 
don't you agree, Senator Smith, to find some way properly to devise 
an accounting system covering what can be put into the senatorial 
campaign expenses / 

Mr. Aveusr. I will try it, Senator. 

Senator MonRONEY. We want to be practical if we have levislatio 

Mr. Aveustr. That is right. But I want to say that we have tric 
n every way to cooperate with the committee in Columbus and i: 
every way to open our records and to show them figures that add up 
to the penny in every instance. It is very difficult to arrive at figures 
that are honestly prepared. We have tried to do that, to give you 
the exact information for the whole year. 

Senator Monronry. If you would send in those recommendatio1 
for the information of the committee, we would appreciate it, becar 
that is one of the big problems that we are trying to deal with here 
in this study of these elections. 

Again we want to thank you for coming before the committee 2 
giving us your information, and for the cooperation that you gave 
to the investigators. 

Mr. Aveusr. Thank you. 

(Ohio Republican Finance Committee financial statement submitted by Mr. 
August is as follows :) 
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Ohio Republican Finance Committee—Receipts and disbursements 
TAN, . 950, THROUGH DEC 
tal receipts 


tal disbursements 


Re 
P 


turned to county committees 
aid 1 biol Olmmittees ¢ 
’ al committee 


L Committee 


nal committee 


$48, GOO 
11, OOO 


«0, UOO 
milter 
ved 


o, OOO 


(wh) 


Doug 


l tt 


M dad eTo! 


Committes 


(00. 00 


(MM) OM) 


rned committees 

l committee : 
Congressional________- $15. O00 
Senatorial 


1D, OO) 
National 


to national 


1D, OOO 


$5. OOO 


50, OOO. 
e committee operating account 120, OOO 


to finan 
QO} 


hio National Bank, bank charges 


hand 
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RECAPITULATION—REPORT TO SECRETARY OF STATE, MAY 1, 1950, THROUGH 
NOV. 7, 1950 


Total reeeipts_____-_-_- ; : ee 7 : $1, 331, 176. 90 
Returned to county committees 
Paid to national committee 
Congressional $28, 000. 00 
Senatorial , 26, 000. OO 
National___- ; 8, 000. OO 
—-— 62, 000. 00 
Paid to Ohio congressional candidates * 107, 800. 00 
Paid to State committee 370, 500. 0O 
Paid to miscellaneous committee ‘and 
charged to State committee’s budget: 
Ebright-for-Governor Club $55, 000. 0O 
Independent Voters Ebright for 
Governor 9, 000, 00 
Tracy-for-Treasurer Committee 5, DOO. OO 
Brown-for-Secretary of State Com 
mittee 7, 000. 00 
O’Neill-for-Attorney General Com 
mittee ; 7 6, 500. 00 
Roberts-for- Lie utenant Governor 
Committee : 2, OOO, OO 
Douglass-for-Chief Justice Committee 3, 000. 00 
Middleton-for-Supreme Court Com- 
mittee____- * 7, 000. 00 
— 95, 000. 00 
Paid to Taft committees: 
C. B. Stiles, Taft Committee 1, 000. 00 
Ashland County Taft-for-Senate 
Committee 300. 00 
Franklin County Taft-for-Senate 1, 200. 00 
Committee 1, 200. 00 
2, 500. 00 


Transfer to Finance Committee: Operating account 30, 000. 00 


1, 208, 5S 


Balance on hand nt 27, 589.3 


Nov. 18, 1950: Congressman Vorys made a refund of $350, therefore, the total amour 
paid to Ohio Congressmen was $107,450. 


“Dec. 18, 1950: Judge Middleton made a refund of $700, therefore, the total amount 
paid him was $6,300 


Senator Monroney. The next witness is Mr. Ray Bliss. 

Would vou state vour name ? 

Mr. Butss. Ray C. Bliss. 

Senator Monroney. Do vou solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give in this case shall be the truth, the whole truth. and 
nothing but the truth, so help vou God ? 

Mr. Butss. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF RAY C. BLISS 


senator MonroON!I z. Would you state your Rame and identify youl 
self as to your occupation ¢ 

Mr. Buss. My name is Ray C. Bliss. I am chairman of the Re 
publican state Central and Executive Committee of Ohio. I am also 
president of the Tower Agencies, at Akron, Ohio. 

Senator Monroney. Is your position as chairman a full-time pa 


position / 


Mr. Burss. It 1s. 
Senator Monroney. Do you have a prepared statement ¢ 
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Mr. Butss. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Would you care to read it ? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. I — state that I prepared this statement 
pursuant to a letter sent me by Mr. Moore, the committee counsel, in 
which letter he asked for a comprehe nsive statement as to the opera- 
tions of the State committee in the 1950 campaign, and also asked me 
(to point out the relationship between our State committee and the Taft 
committees, 

Ohio law provides that party State central committees shall be com 
posed of a man and woman from each congressional district elected 
by direct vote at the party primary in each even-numbered year. In 
ll, there are 22 congressional districts, and, therefore, we have a 
14-member Republican State Central Committee. In Exhibit 1, I have 
submitted an Ohio Election Law book. Section 4785-63 and 64 pro- 
vides for party controlling committees and organizations of said 
committees. 

The Republican State Central Committee has in recent years re- 
<olved itself into the Republican State Central and Executive Com- 
mittee. The same personnel comprises both committees with the same 
set of officers. A letterhead showing the officers and personnel com- 
prising the 1950 committee and also a set of rules readopted by the 
Republican State Central and Executive Committee at its last 
organization meeting in May 1950 are enclosed in envelope marked 
“Exhibit 1.” 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 197” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Butss. For some years it has been the policy of the Re} ition 
State Central and Executive Committee in Ohio to maintain a year 
tround headquarters, which in this statement is referred to as Re- 
publican State headquarters. Republican State headquarters is lo- 
cated at 17 North High Street, Columbus, Ohio. 

[ was elected chairman of the Republican State Central and Execu 

ve Committee in February of 1949, and reelected chairman in May 
f 1950, 

Prior and since my election as State chairman, funds for the main- 
enance of Republican State headquarters and for campaign purposes 
were and have been raised by a group known as the Ohio Republican 
Finance Committee, which tod: ay, by consent and agreement of local, 
State, and national Republican headqu: irters, conducts a single fund 
raising campaign in the various counties in Ohio, 

[It has alw: ays been my theory that officers of county, State or na- 
t tional party committees should conduct the type of « on which 
vill inure to the benefit of each and every candidate runn on the 

icket. It is my belief that the bulk of campaign funds raised by a 
party committee should be spent for an over-all program that will 
benefit the entire ticket. I assumed the State chairmanship on Feb 

uary 9, 1949, with the firm conviction that mv job was that of re 

ti alizing the Re ‘pub ican Party organization in ¢ Yhio and conducting 
e kind of a campaign program that would benefit the ticket from top 
o balines in Ohio. 

\nd this, I might ad lb here, is an important factor in this Ohio 
ampaign, this next paragraph. 

In Ohio, under the office type of ballot, there is no straight ticket 

ting: each person must place an X before the name of each candi- 
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date for whom he desires to vote. Prior to 1950 that was not true. 
We had the straight party ticket ballot. This type of ballot necessi 
tates some special effort on the part of each candidate in his own behalf. 
I realize there are many voters who want to work to elect individual 

candid: ates and do not desire to become affiliated with the regular party 
organization in a straight organization campaign effort. As a party 
chairman, I have always supported the plan of any candidate who 
desired a supplemental committee to assist him in an individual cam 
paign effort. 

As State chairman, it appe ared to me that some effort should 
made to determine why the Republican national ticket and the Re 
ican State ticket lost Ohio in the 1948 campaign. We, at Re 

ican State headquarters, made surveys, county by county, of the 
east in the 1948 November general election. This an: alysis on a 
»-wide basis indicated that there were ap proxi linate ly 140,000 Re 

cans, principally in the rural areas of Ohio, who did not vote 

1948. For a typical analysis, see exhibit 2 of the Fifth Ohio Con 
eressional District, a rural area. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 198” for 
dentification, and will be igo in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Buss. Following that, we selected an industrial city in Ohio and 
made a survey of grou ips wes cal | normally be expected to vote the 
Republican ticket if they were registered and voted. This survey 
is ey idenced by exhibit d. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 199” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Burss. Based on that survey, our analysis showed that at least 
150,000 potential Republican voters in the industrial areas of Ohio 
were not registered and, therefore, not eligible to vote. In Ohio, ap 
proximately two-thirds we potential voters reside in areas requiring 
reGistration asa qui ilifie 1 fo) voting. See map in exhibit t. 

The Scanned referre a, to was marked “Exhibit No. 200” for iden 
tification, and will be found un the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. BuIss. After studvin 1g the above surveys, we at Republica 
sstate headquarte Is. felt th: at t! hey ceeaety showed the problem in) Oh oO 
relative to electing the R epu ibli can ticket in Nove miber of 1950 

It appears to us that we aa 4 SIX problems confronting Republica 
State headquarters 

1. We needed to prove to the Republican organization workers that 
there were enough Republicans and independent voters to elect a 
Republican ticket in Ohio if we effectively organized and properly) 
presented our campaign. 

2. We needed a closer working relationship with Republican county 
committees. 

We needed a campaign program that would develop a high degree 
of team spirit between National, State and local Republican candidates 

t. We needed an all-out drive to get every possible potential Repub 
lican voter in registration areas registered and eligible to vote. 

5. We needed to aggressively sell our Republican candidates to the 
a o 

We needed a well-organized and effective organization in eac] 
ot er counties of the State for the purpos se of getting out our pote ntial 
Republican vote to the polls at the November election. 
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To meet these problems, the Republican State Central and Executive 
Committee carried out the following program. 

Women’s division: Believing that women dedicated to a cause will 
work diligently and faithfully to sell that cause, we decided to 
activate a women’s precinct worker organization throughout Ohio. 
This phase of our activity was supervised by Mrs. Florence Morris, 
vice-chairman of the Republican State Central and Executive Com- 
mittee. Mrs. Morris, in the fall of 1949, held a meeting of the 88 
county chairwomen and outlined a program for the women’s division. 
Ohio was divided into five districts to which were assigned women 
who cng ti to hold schools of politics for women precinct workers 
and to help Republican county chairwomen develop active precinct 
women’s organizations in their counties. At these schools the women 
precinct workers were given packets with campaign materials in them, 
and this material and methods of campaigning were thoroughly ex 
plained. Exhibit 5 contains one of these packets. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 201” for 
identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Butss. During the months of September and October of 1950, 
a caravan of State candidates’ wives was formed. This caravan 
traveled throughout Ohio holding meetings in the various counties 
for the purpose of arousing enthusiasm among our Republican women 
workers and urging them to do an all-out job in behalf of the Repub- 
lican ticket. 

For complete program of the women’s division, see mimeographed 
résumé entitled “Prograin of Women’s Division 1950 Election” and 
marked “Exhibit 6.” 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 202” 
for identifieation, and will be found in the files of the sub nen) 

Mr. Buss. Ohio Federation of Repub ican Women’s Organizations: 
We have in Ohio as an auxiliary group of the Republican State cen- 
tral and executive committee the Ohio Federation of Republic 
Women’s Clubs, comprising approximately 35,000 women met sions 
organized in ap proximately S50 units or clubs. This organization 
helps stimulate Republican activities throughout Ohio by organizing 
units or clubs of Republican women within the various counties 
hroughout Ohio. 

This auxiliary serves as a reservoir from which the regular party 
reanization leaders can draw women precinct workers. 

The federation mails a monthly study program to each club or | 

sident for study and discussion by the members of each club at 
i ir respective monthly meetings. See exhibit 7 for a complete set 

1950 monthly study programs. 

(‘The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 203” 
ia identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Butss. The federation also holds an — spring and fall con 
ference at which prominent speakers appear, and at which 
LISCUSISON ana study of f pub hie ISSHeS, The re are usually ab ut 
delegates from the various clubs throughout Ohio in attendances 

ich of these meetings. 

This organization was actively functioning under the leadership of 
Mrs. Katharine Kennedy Brown, Republican national committee- 

oman for Ohio. before I became State chairman. Two full-time 


1? t 
| { 
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women employees are paid by the Republican State Central and Exe: 
utive Committee to maintain the federation office in Republican State 
he: adquarters. 

League of Young Republican Clubs of Ohio: Another auxiliary 
of the Re ‘public an Party organization in Ohio is the League of Young 
Republican Clubs of Ohio. In cooperation with the officers of the 
league, a program was formulated for the purpose of attracting more 
young people to the Republican Party in Ohio. A full-time employe: 
was placed on the Republican State headquarters payroll for the 
oe of organizing Y oung Repub ican Clubs. An outline of then 

campaign program and model constitution and bylaws are enclosed i1 
envelope marked “Exhibit 8.” Through the efforts of this auxiliary, 
many young people were encouraged to become active in the Repub- 

can cause In the 1950 campaign. 

“(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 204” for 

identification and will be found in the files of the subeommittee. ) 

Mr. Buss. War Veterans Republican Clubs of Ohio: Another aux 
lary of the Republican Party organization in Ohio is the War Vet 
erans Re pub hiean © lubs of Ohio. This group is dedicated to enlisting 
war veterans and encouraging their activity in behalf of the Repub 

1 Party and its candidates. A full-time employee was placed « 
the Republican State headquarters’ payroll, and he was assigned a 
duties of organizing and developing the War Veterans Republican 
Clubs throughout Ohio. An organization plan was prepared. Se 
exhibit 9. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 205” for identi 
ication, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Butss. Many war veterans members of these clubs were activ: 
in the 1950 campaign. They mailed several mimeographed bulletins 
pertain 2 to thatters of interest to veterans. ‘These bulletins are also 
enclosed in exhibit 9, together with 1950 progress report. 

Negro division: This division provided speake rs for various Neg 
meetings ind distributed literature. The literature ther distributed 
is in envelope marked “Exhibit 10.” 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 206” for ide 
tification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Buss. There were several full-time employees in this division. 

Speakers division: We had two full-time employees in charge of 
the speakers division. It was the duty of this division to do thos 
things normally associated with a speakers division in a party head 

0 speaking engagements Ot candidates and 
others who appeared in behalf of the Republican ticket. 
Legislative and research division: We had two full-time employees 
in charge of the Campalgl for the election of Republican candidates 
to the State Le gislature. This division also did research work, both 
for the candidates for the legislature and also on other matters pet 
taining to the over-all campaign. Material sent out by this divisior 
is marked “Exhibit 11.” 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 207° for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Buss. Judicial division: Attorney Hugh K. Martin of Colum 
bus served as chairman of this division. Republican judivial chair 
men were appointed in 66 counties with the approval of the Republi 
can county committee chairman. It was the duty of the count) 


quarters DY coord bnatil 
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Republican judicial chairmen to conduct a campaign in behalf of the 
Republican judicial candidates appearing on the ballot in their county. 
00,000 cards bearing the names of all Republican judici ial candidates, 
iluding district and county nominees, were distributed to the variou 
counties of Ohio upon request from the county judicial Allies 
The printing of these special judicial cards cost approximately $1,400. 
(n outline of the program followed by this division and samples O1 
judicial cards used are designated as exhibit 12. 
The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 208, 
oe ation, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 
. Buss. Publicity: We had 10 employees handh 


es of public ity relating to the « inipalgy rol 


Coho. The ay Iped prepare and execute the prt 
Mailing and shipping division: There were four 
our mailing and shipping division. 
Filing and reference divison: In our filme and reference 
e were TWo people, one on full-time and one on a part { 
Kmployees: At the peak of the campaign there were 57 
the Republicar State Central and Executive Committee pa 
District meetings: In January 1950 we began holding a serie 
Ol iwressional district meetings whi h were attended by Republica 
Party county leaders. They were rou = ti ab le discussions concerning 
ne p roblems confronting the coun C\ lea s] ip an d the State leader 
hip. We asked for their es and 


urged an constant t endeavor 
to build up ana revitalize e Republi ICAN oreanization Q vith 1) the ye 


i 
inties 


to the 


We gave statistical information analyzing each ¢ 


spective congre sional district 1 
supervi » QO) ompletion of the di strict meet . 
nted field representatives. who were paid on a full-time ba 
orked under the direction fa supe rvisor at Re public an State 
haurters., It was the duty “the tield represent 
hnty chairman relative to: 
A registration program in the 


atives to 


various registrat 
Setting up an effective get-out-the-vote program 
egistration program: The field representatives 
program in the various registration areas of O] 
program were paid by t he » Repub jlican State ce 
committee. In exhibit 13 1s an outline setti of 
used in the registration driv 
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 209” for 
ation, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
Mr. BuIss. We at Republican State headquarters estimate that 
more than 250,000 potential Republican voters were registered under 
his plan. The cost was approximately $30,000, 
During 1950 three counties in Ohio, namely, Licking, Wood, and 
(ireene, installed county wide reoistration. In those counties 
iled it special edition of the Ohio Republican News to en h and 
very rural box holder, calling their attention to the fact th 
st register in order to he eligible to vote in the November election 
\ sample of the Licking County edition is enclosed in exhibit 14. 
(‘The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 21 


().”? for 
dentification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 


dent 


if they 
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Mr. Briss. Approximately 22,600 of these papers were printed anc 
mailed at a cost of approximately $800. 

Poll: In the nonregistration areas (these are the areas where vote: 
need not register in order to be eligible to vote), we urged the count 
chairmen to use poll books and have their precinct workers poll the 
precinct in an endeavor to determine which of their voters could b 
counted on to vote for the Republican ticket. A sample of one of 
these poll books is enclosed in envelope marked “Exhibit 15.” 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 211.” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Briss. Approximately 5,200 poll books were used. The poll 
books cost the Republican State Central and Executive Committee ap 
proximately $3,500. 

Get-out-the-vote program: By mid-October of 1950 our registra 
tion drive and polling of precinets was completed. The field repre 
sentatives then cooperated with the Republican county chairmen 
creating effective organizations for the purpose of getting out the 
potential Republican vote in their respective counties. The precincts 
in each and every county within Ohio were analyzed and in all o} 
those precincts where De wey received more than 60 percent of the 
vote cast for President in 1948, a volunteer organization composed 
of the Republican precinct committeemen, Republican committee 
women, Republican organization volunteers, and Taft Citizens’ Com 
mittee volunteers were coordinated into a precinct organization de 
signed to turn out the vote 100 percent in these particular precincts. 

In other precincts our field representatives urged that the Republi- 

can organization and the volunteer workers concentrate on getting out 
the vote of those whom they knew were Republicans, or whom ‘they 
believed would vote the Republican ticket based upon the polls taken. 

In 84 out of the 88 counties in Ohio, the total vote cast was in 
creased over 1946, the preceding non-Presidential election vear. The 
total vote cast in Ohio increased from 2,345,000 in 1946 to 2,987,000 
in 1950. 

Literature, Ohio Republican News: In Ohio the Republican Part) 
has an official party organ known as the Ohio Republican News. It 1s 
a weekly publication. For samples, see exhibit 16. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 212,” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Buss. County fair editions, Ohio Republican News: Prac 

ically all counties in Ohio during the period from May to November 
have a week during which they have their respective county fairs. 
We decided to furnish special county fair editions of the Ohio Re- 
publican News to the Republican county chairmen requisitioning them 
for distribution at county fairs. These particular issues contained 
nformation concerning National, State, and local Republican eandi- 
dates. The Republican State Central and Executive Committee fur- 
nished approximately 540,000 copies to 51 counties. See exhibit 17 
for samples of county fair editions. 

(The document re ferred to was marked as “Exhibit No, 213,” for 
— ation. and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Briss. I would like to insert there through an oversight, I 
omitted that the cost of printing those editions was $11,000 approxi 
mately. 
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Farm editions, Ohio Republican News: Our publicity staff prepared 
i farm edition of the Ohio Republican News. Approximately 500,000 
copies were mailed to the rural box holders in October 1950. Cost of 
printing and mailing this one edition was approximately $11,000. 
see envelope marked “Exhibit 18” for copy of this edition. 
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 214,” for 
entification, vaund will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
Mr. Briss. Pan 1p hlet: The Re publican State Central and Ex ecutive 
( ommittee diene one pamp! hlet 11) be half « f Republican « 
ites, We sup )p lied Jae requisition from Rep ul ylican county ( 
en approximate ly 1,071,000 pamphlet s to 72 counties. See exhibit 
Tor si unple s of this partic ilar pamp! hlet. 
The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 215." 
lentification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 
Mr. Butss. The approximate cost was $9,500. 
Spe ia malin es of Ohio Republican News: In those counties whi 
el l representatives re ported eo among te e voters, we mailed 
rom time to time, current issues of ‘Ohio Republican News to : 
e rural box holders in that toils county. T a was done in 33 
unties and upproximately LOO.000 copies were mailed at a cost of 
pproximately $7,500. 
Television and radio: ()ver 530 tele Ol shows were presented lui 
ng an 8-week period on behalf of the Ri ee candidate Th 
shows originated from every city 11 | hich had a televisior 


} 
ne 


( 


lair 


ch! 
1 
} 
1 


on. Radio was used extensively. 

See envelop marked “Exhibit 20" 

well as for approximate schedul 

red. 

The document referred to 
I ition, | and 1 vill by found in the ie ! 
Mr. Buss. ki proximate cost of television 
Billboards: Approxim iTeLy 1.400 billboard 
executive ( 


rr) 


Lie Approx 


ly prox! Yi: 


two acs 


Che document referred to was marked “Exhibit 

ation, and will be found in the files of the subcomm 

Mr. Duiss. This exhibit also includes reproduction 

Wspaper ads used at an approximate cost of 51.700 

\chievement awards: A plan was set up, providing that the com 

meeting a certain quota by creasing their vote for Gover! Ol 
nd/or Senator would receive a certificate of achievement. 

Phe counties es the Greatest Gam in the percentage of vote 

t for the Republican candidate for Governor were awarded first. 
Ol dl, and third place plaques, The counties making the bigest 
‘reentage o% nin in the votes cast for the Republican candidate for 
! tan States Senator were also awarded first. second. and third place 
ques. For plan and formula, see exhibit 22. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 218.” 
lentification, and will be found in the files of the si 








490 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


Mr. Briss. County chairman packet: A packet was distributed to 
each Republican county chairman containing basic material and sug 
gestions which we believed would assist him in the campaign. A sam 
ple packet as issued to the Republican country chairmen is marke« 
“Exhibit 23.” 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit 219” for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Buiss. Relationship with Taft committees: In Mr. Moore’: 
letter of November 17, 1951, addressed to me requesting my appear- 
ance before this committee, he stated that this committee “is par 
ticularly interested in the relationship between your committee and 
the various Taft committees and other Republican committees.” 

We had contact with, and cooperated with, the Taft Citizens Com- 
mittee in relation to the assignment of billboard space, radio time, 
and television time. 

We urged our field representatives to secure the cooperation of 
Taft County Citizens Committee chairmen in our registration and 
get-out-the-vote program. The purpose of the Taft Citizens Com- 
mittee was to enlist the cooperation of the many Ohio citizens who 
wanted to volunteer their efforts to help reelect Senator Taft. They 
were most helpful in our registration drive and our get-out-the-vote 
effort. 

Campaign for ticket: The 1950 campaign of the Republican State 
Central and Executive Committee in Ohio was set up for the purpose 
of electing the Republican National, State, and local candidates. The 
results in Ohio conclusively prove that we waged a campaign in. be- 
half of the entire ticket. 

In 1948 with 8 State-wide offices in contest on the party ballot, 
we elected only 1 Republican candidate; 44 counties gave the GOP 
candidates a majority in all 8 of the races; in 1950, with 7 State-wide 
offices in contest, on the party ballot we elected 5 Republican candi 
dates; 63 counties gave the GOP candidates a majority in all 7 of the 
races, 

On the party ballot we elected in addition to the party ticket we had 
in Ohio where we had a nonpartisan judicial ticket upon which ticket 
three candidates for supreme court were running, one a write-in cand) 
date. We elected two out of three of the candidates for supreme-court 

judge. They are nominated on a party primary, but run at electio 
. me in November on what is termed a nonpartisan ballot because there 
is no party designation in a November ballot on the judicial tic ket. 

In 1948 the Republicans won 11 of the 23 congressional seats in Ohi 
In 1950 the Republicans won 15 out of the 25 congressional seats 
Ohio. 

In 1948 Republicans won only 14 seats in the State senate. In 1950 
ihey won 27 seats. 

In 1948 Republicans won 65 seats in the lower house of the Stat 
legislature. In 1950 they won 98. 

expe nditures: When youc ‘onsider the Fe deral and State Democrat 
job holders in Ohio not under civil service, the labor-union politica! 
organizations, the county courthouse Democratic organizations 
many Ohio industrial areas, pitted against the Republican organize 
tion in Ohio and the volunteer committees that worked for the various 
Republican candidates, I consider that the expenditure of the Repu! 
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lican State central and executive committee was entirely in keeping 
with costs which are now inflated by a depreciated dollar. 

There are 7,946,000 people residing in Ohio. Approximately 
5,150,000 of these are citizens over 21. If a candidate ora party organ- 
ization were to send only one personalized letter by first-class mail to 
each of the 5,150,000 citizens over 21, it is estimated by a reliable direct 
mail expert that it would cost approximately $500,000 to make that 
one mailing. When you compare this potential one-mailing cost with 
the cost of the campaign carried on by the Republican State central 
and executive committee, it seems to me any fair-minded person must 
admit our expenditures were moderate. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much, Mr. Bliss, for your 
tatement. Did you have exhibits that you wished to place in the 
record? I believe you mentioned them. 

Mr. Buiss. Yes; they are turned over 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, the witness has handed them up to the 
counsel table and it is my suggestion that the reporter transpose the 
numbers so that they follow our own numerical sequence. 

Senator MoNRONEY. That will be clone. Do you wish to introduce 
those exhibits and give the proper numbers / 

Mr. Moore. I believe the reporter has already done that. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection those exhibits will be 
admitted, 

Mr. Moor E. Mr. Ch uirm: ali, the Sti atl hi as ¢ ‘compiled certaim docum en 
tary evidence which I would like the witness to identify if he would 
to ascertain whether it is duplicated in the material he has handed up. 
It will only take a moment to do that. 

Mr. Butss. Yes: these are in the exhibits. I have this in one of the 
packets. This is one of our publications. I may not have brought 
ilong that same current issue. You had better retain that. 

This Labor League for Taft doesn’t belong in here. Yh, T see.) 
ave that under the Jones agency. | have hone of this particular 
aterial. I.may have one of those schedules in there, but it may 

i different one, so you had better retain it. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, the witness has identified a copy of the 
Columbus, Ohio, edition of the Ohio Re publican News for August 21 
950, as perhaps not being included in the material he submitted, and 
Iso some material relating to schedules of TV programs for Senator 
Robert Taft and Mr. Don Ebright, together with scripts for those 
broadcasts and communications to and from the radio-broadcastin 
ations, and I would request that these be marked as exhibits next in 
order 220 relating to radio and television, and YY] being the publica 

tion of the Ohio News to which I referred. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection they will be so admitted. 

The documents above referred to we re marked “Exhibits Nos. 220 
nd 221." respectively, for identification, and will be found in the files 
of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Bliss, J wonder if you would also please take a 
oment to identify these newspaper advertisements, the first being an 
dvertisement appearing in the Republican Courier of Findlay, Ohio 

Saturday morning. October 28, 1950, under the sponsorship of the 
Republican Central Committee, and showing the photograph of Mr. 
Ebright, Mr. Betes, Senator Taft, Mr. Adams, Mr. Powel, Mr. Tate, 

d Mr. Bennett. 
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Mr. Buiss. Mr. Moore, Mr. Forney is chairman of a county commit- 
tee. Thisis not a State committee. I have no knowledge of it, did not 
see it until just now. 

Mr. Moore. That was not sponsored by your State committee / 

Mr. Briss. No: it was not sponsored or paid for by us. 

Mr. Moore. This handbill announcing a meeting at University Hall, 
Thursday, October 19, 1950, 4 to 5 p. m., apparently the location is 
pot identified. Four o'clock Thursday, October 19. 1 wondered if 
you would care to identify that for us. 

Mr. Buiss. I don’t recall seeing it any more, but I remember such a 
Ineeting being held. 

Mr. Moore. You identify that as a specimen handbill used during 
the course of the campaign for meetings such as this. 

Mr. Buiss. Of course, I don’t recognize that handbill even being 
used, but I take it it was, 

\s T recall, Russ Campbell, who is chairman of the Franklin County 
‘Tait-for-Senate Committee, needed some help in the sponsoring or 
financing of that particular committee, that meeting there, and I think 
as Lrecollect 1 gave him some money. 

I think it shows in our records somewhere there that he received 
some funds out of which he took care of the general expenses, and 
apparently issued that particular handbill. 

Mr. Moore. I request, Mr. Chairman, that the handbill be marked 
as an exhibit. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. Moorr. That is exhibit No, 222 


(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 222" for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. And I] request also that the hewspaper advertisement 
previously identified appearing in the Findlay (Ohio) Courier, Octo 
ber 28, 1950, be marked as “B23.” 

Senator Monront y. Isthisa part of the general Republican Central 
Committee 's campatien 4 

Mr. Moore. It ts a sample of the county. 

Senator Monroney. It ap peared on ly In the one county ¢ 

Mr. Moore. Probably so. 

Senator MONRONEY. Without objection. it is so ordered. 

(The document above referred to was marke d “Exhibit No. 223" for 
identification, and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. The Findlay (Ohio) Courier advertisement to which we 
referred a moment ago, Mr. Bliss, you stated was a county advei 
tisement. LT hand you three advertising samples from Ohio news 
papers during the campaign period and ask you if these do not also 
represel t county adve ‘rtisements. 

Mr. Buss. Your first ad here is signed | by the Republican State 
Central Executive Conimittee, Ray C. Bliss, chairman. Now, that ad 
Was paid by the State committee. Your next ad—— 

Mr. Moorr. Let me interrupt. With respect to that, does that 
uppear in the material which you submitted / 

Mr. Bi ISS. Yes, sir, a COpyV of this ad does, but the other ads you 
will notice are signed by the Washington C ounty republican executive 


committee and by its duly elected chairman, Mr. Erb, and was not 
paid for by the State committee. 
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Mr. Moore. I would like to have these documents to which the wit 
ess has just referred, Mr. Chairman, marked as “Exhibit No, 224.” 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 224” 
for identification and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moorr. And one final advertisement, Mr. Bliss, a copy of an 


lvertisement appearing in the ¢ ‘leveland News. Wednesday, Novem 


11050 \ 
PY IT.lero. 


Phis bears the legend, “Republi th Vo er I] qual 
ers, Betsy Brown.” 

Can vou help us to identify that at all? 

\Ir. Boiss. No, | ean t,. | don’t believe | have evel 

erTore, 

Mr. Moore. And you don’t know who Besty Brown would be / 
\Ir. Buiss. No, I do not. F 


Mr. Moore. I would hke to have this marked as “Exhibit No 
Mir. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The document above referred to was marked “Exhi \ 
identifieat On, and will be found tn the files of the subcom 

Mir. Moore. Mr. Bliss, on behalf of the staff I want to th: 

ery sincerely for the cooperation vou have extended to us, both 
req 


thoro 


ie field and in your very generous response to our letter of 
for additional information. I think vour statement is very 


| very complete. 
Now there are a couple of items here I would like to 


N mber one, in the report which vou filed in (¢ | 


olum! 
ot “Ome SO O40 fo. billboards With the Dorsey Oy) 
ny [50.. I belie ve, as the avency. Are we correct that 
rthe beneht of Senator Taft exch sivel\ 4 


Mir. Buss. \re vou talking about the boaras t 


e Dorsey agency of Cleveland / 
Mr. Moore. Yes. 


Mer. Briss. Thev handled the billboards that 


{ 


aft and the congressional seripts and so on 


of that. it Was about S50.000, whatever t! 
MC TINE report. 


Mr. Moore. Phat a “urs in vour report and it 
PHONY - tha Crist <i lishursement solely fo. sel 


Briss. It is not my testimony 
re Ma ORE, That is What | wanted to estal 


Bi ISS. Phat hoard is | recollect Was set Ul} 


ll much on This Dass, 


) 
ad “Vote Republican” with the thor elit of helping the ticket. I 
| ping 


WEL. 


ean planting that thought in the voter's mind. We had on the re, 


“Elect Senator Taft 


t 


or something to that effect, and across the bot 
on we placed hot only upon that board—the Ebright boards in 
Ohio were very simular, almost exactly alike tus | recollect but across 
ie bottom of the boards we put ona Sel Ipt for the CONPLTeSS1O! al en 
ites advocating their election. 
Mr. Moore. Was there a photograph of the Set 


rds / 


Mr. ButIss., | think there was. I don't recall now 


lator O} 


Mr. Moore. Referring also to vour statement ot receipts and ex 
ditures, you show an expe nditure of 831.532.67 for registration sur 


21644 o2 32 
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vey. Are you in a position to make any allocation of that item to th 
Taft for Senate campaign ? 

Mr. Buiss. Mr. Moore, one reason I made such a comprehensive re 
port to this committee was to point out the reasoning behind the type 
of campaign that I planned and formulated in Ohio, and my reason 
ing was as stated in my written statement here, prepared statement, 
that I had to be chairman for the entire ticket, and the things I did 
were of a nature in most instances that they would accrue to the bene 
fit of the entire ticket. 

In a registration drive no portion of it, it seems to me, can be 
chargeable to any candidate. That is the purpose of a party organi 
zation, to do those things that will accrue to everybody’s benefit 
up and down that ticket, and I wouldn't even attempt to give you 
an estimate as to what portion could be allocated to anybody in my 
county, Lucas County, the county ticket which have the major bene- 
fit, and in another county the benefit might have been the Governor, 
in another one Senator Taft. I don’t know. 

Mr. Moorr. You heard a moment ago, did you not, the question 
addressed to Mr. August by Senator Monroney as to what we are 
trying to do here with respect to attempting to write legislation which 
will enable us to allocate expenditures to various candidates ? 

Mr. Buiss. I understand what you are driving at, Mr. Moore. But 
if this committee cannot allocate it, 1 do not know how you could ex- 
pect me to, because I have no knowledge. If I knew exactly who 
those people were who voted, 250,000, I could not tell you how many 
of them voted for Taft or Ebright or any other given person. So 
how can you allocate it 

Mr. Moore. You started out with an allocation survey. 

Now, you have an item of disbursement in your report. You have 
meeting expense of $16,500: travel, $26,814; salaries and services, 
$46,659; printed matter, 866,000; newspaper advertising, $24,000; ra 
dio, $64,899; the billboard advertisements we referred to a moment 
ago; postage, alone, in the amount of $32,000; professional fees, $15, 
500; and numerous other items, including photographic service, tele 
phone and telegraph, research, office supplies, and so on. 

Now, is it not true, for example, with respect to newspaper advel 
tising, that it is not so extremely difficult to make some allocation 
of the newspaper advertising space that might properly be allocable 
to Senator Taft. 

Mr. Buiss. Of course, you have the costs. I tried to give them both 
here and in our expenditures. 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Mr. Buiss. You have them exact. You are asking me to estimate 
something which seemingly the committee themselves do not want 
to estimate, for some reason. How can I estimate it? As I told 
your investigator, he said to me, “How much of your money went 
to Senator Taft’s campaign? How much would you write off for 
that campaign ?” 

I have no 

Mr. Moore. Your statement was that the committee was not. will- 
ing to estimate it. That is what our job is. We are trying to do 
that, and we are trying to get as much help from you as possible in 
ascertaining an allocation. 
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Mr. Buss. All right. Let me point this out. There are roughly 
500 candidates in Ohio. Should I say to you that we take one-five 
hundredth, or should I say to you, if there are 10 candidates State- 
wide, that we should take one-tenth? I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore. I am not in a position of telling you what to do. You 
are an experienced man in this field, and all we are trying to do is 
bring out as much information as we can for the benefit of the com- 
mittee, attempting to write remedial legislation. 

Now, can you state that there is no appreciable part of any of these 
expenditures, or that there is some appreciable part? Can you state 
it percentagewlse / 

Mr. Buiss. There are some phases of our expenditure program, of 
our campaign program, which you can pretty well tack down to an 
individual candidate. But when you move in a field such as regis 
tration, I don’t know how anyone could conceivably estimate the 
value to any one candidate. 

Mr. Moore. Can you isolate any particular items here of disburse 
ments which can be pretty well allocated ? 

Mr. Buiss. Surely. Certainly. I did it in my statement here. On 
billboard space, radio time, and television time. Now, that was time 
that was assignable to some candidate. 

Mr. Moore. Are these the only items which you can say can be 
properly allocated / 

Mr. Butss. Assignable ? Properly so. Lecould not Say that you could 
assign anything else directly. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, you handed out certain Taft-for-Senate literature 
which your organization distributed ; isn’t that so / 

Mr. Buss. We did what ? 

Mr. Moore. Included in the exhibits which you handed up are 
certain of the literature printed by the Taft-for-Senate Committee / 

Mr. Briss. That is right. We did distribute some of it. But we 
did not pa for it. They furnished it to us, and we distributed some 
amounts of it. 

Mr. Moorr. Now, the distribution of that literature was a cost to 
your organization, Was it not 4 

Mr. Butss. It certainly was. 

Mr. Moore. Would it be impossible to determine what percentage 
of the total distribution costs incurred by you would be represented 
by the distribution of the Taft literature / 

Mir. Briss. It would be. 

Mr. Moore. It would be? 

Mr. Buiss. Because at the same meetings—for instance, in our county 
chairwomens’ packet, I think that we have a Taft booklet in there. 
You have material of other types. In our county chairmen’s packet, 
you probably have, and so on. I don’t recollect. You might not 
have. But at a given meeting, vou might have literature distributed 
for candidates, State. local, and national. It depends on when the 
meeting was held, of course, and whether we had pamphlets printed 
at that particular time on a State level. 

Mr. Moore. According to your report, you show receipts aggre 
rating $67,035 received from some 5220 individual contributors. [am 
trving to reconcile that with a statement made by Mr. August that 
the Finance Committee is the only recognized and authorized agency 
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to solicit contributions. Now, were these contributions voluntarily 
sent in to your committee / 

Mr. Buss. Some of them were. Well, they were all voluntary con- 
tributions. But you will find that there are a great many people who 
desire to give direct either to a candidate or the State committee, for 
one reason or another. And, of course, in Ohio we have tried to dis- 
courage that by the formation of the Ohio Republican Finance Com- 





mittee, and have tried to channel funds through that committee, be- 
cause it iseasier. My philosophy is that a State chairman has enough 


to do to manage a campaign without bothering with the raising 
of funds. But there are people that give direct, and we have listed 
those people, and the amounts given. 

Mr. Moore. And in reporting thesé contributions in Columbus, do 
your reports show the names, addresses, and the cash amounts / 

Mr. Buss. No: the names and the amounts. That is all the law 
requires, 

Mr. Moorr. And not the addresses ? 

Mr. Buss. No, sir. 

Mr. Moore. That is all. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronrey. Do you‘recall receiving any funds channeled 
to you by Mr. ‘Tate / 

Mr. Butss. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Do you know what the amount was? 

Mr. Butss. No, I do not. 

Senator Monron} xs Were these made out to the Ohio Republican 
Central Committee, these checks, or to Robert A. Taft. or the Taft 
for Senate Campaign Committee / 





Mr. Briss. Are you talking about the funds sent to me—— 
Senator Monronery. The funds that were channeled by Mr. Tate to 


vou. He testified that about $20,000 was his recollection, or estimate, 
of the funds. 

Mr. Butss. I would not want to estimate the amount. As I recollect. 
one ortwoot the amounts came up in cashier's checks, That is the best 
of my recollection, IT do not know how the rest came up. 


Senator Monroney. How is that shown, then’ Was there an ac 
companyving list of the contributors ¢ 

Mr. Buiss. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Was there any that came up in cash / 

Mir. Biss. Not that | recollect. 

Senator Monronry. But all the funds that did come up were accom 
panied by names which vou then reported on your list of expendi 
tures 

Mr. Butss. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Which amounted to what’ Out of S437.535. 
you had-$370,000 from the Republican Finance Committee, and the 
est Is represented by donations / 


Mr. Buiss. If it is shown on there, that is the correct figure. 

Senator Monroney. But all of that difference between the S370.000 
und the other figure, amounting to $67,035. would not have been the 
money that was sent up from Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Burss. I do not understand that. 

Senator Monroney. You did not receive the entire 867.000 / 

Mr. Buss. No, sir, I] don’t believe we did: no. sir. 
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Senator Monroney. I see. You would recall it, certainly, if all the 
extra money you got came from Mr. Tate / 

Mr. Buss. All the extra money that I got did not come from Mr. 
‘Tate. 

Senator Monroney. That is what I mean. 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Perhaps $20,000 would be a fair estimate, do 
vou think / 
~ Mr. Briss. I hate to even estimate it, because I just don’t recall how 
iuch he sent up. We have a bookkeeper, and it is her iob LO keep 
the books. 

Mr. Monront zs According to your staff breakdown on the televisio} 
time—and I presume that is included in your $64,899 figure on radio 
broadeasting—— 


Mr. Buiss. What was the figure you were quoting, Senator / 


Senator Monronery. I am quoting, I guess it is a statf breakdow: 
of the cost of your radio broadcasting, which totals, according to ow 
figure, $64,899. 

Mr. Buiss. Radio and television / 

Senator Monroney. It just Says radio broadea sting. I do not see a 
television charge here. 

Mr. Butss. I am estimating now, to the best of mv recollection. It 
seemed to me that we spent $76,000 on the over-all, radio and tele 
vision, and it runs in my mind that about $20,000 of that, approxi 
mately, was for television, and the balance for radio. 

Senator MonroNEY. Yes, sir. The television breakdown that om 
staff has prepared was that Senator Taft was televised over 34 statioi 
and Mr. Ebrieht over 19 stations. That works out to a percentage 
fioure of 64 percent for Senator Taft and 56 percent for Mr. bright 


Actual time length of the programs was 6°, hours for Senator Taft 
over 34 stations, and 5 hours for Mr. Ebright over 19 stations 
Does that sound about right ? 


Mr. Butss. When your investigator queried me about the ass 


ment of television time. I referred him to the Robert Jones Agen 
I believe they are the ones that handle it for s. at Cineimnati, 
ey would have the breakdown. Is that where the breakdow) 
secured from / 
Mir. Moorr. That is right. 


Mia. Burss. Their breakdown would be correct. and I will tell 


v Lam vague about it. During a campaign frequently at the 
ute you will switch or substitute on time, 


and Ce nsequently 1) 

words at the State headquarters were lot right up to the minute ; 
to who used that time, specifically, For instance, on one of the broad 
ists, we substituted my veterans’ director at the State headquarte1 


nad two or three people when a Cal didate eould hot 
ise the time. 


vel there and 
l might point out that both on the Taft 

ollect, on several occasions, they had Cor 

enator, 

Now. in that breakdown there, let me ask th he quest on. 


We had LWo broadeasts that ] recollect. one unt the end of 


I 


mpaign, which covered a State-wide network. You did not fig 


that as assignable to Senator Taft there, did you! It was assignab 
oevery candidate. 
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Senator Monroney. There is one broadcast or television show that 
is marked Senator Taft, the State ticket, Wednesday, September 20. 
and another Monday, November 6, Senator Taft and State ticket, and 
it does not show a straight-out breakdown between Senator Taft and 
Ebright. 

Mr. Briss. Monday, September 6, I could not call that as assignable 
to any candidate. Every candidate was there, because that was a 
closing night. You did not assign that, as I take it, from your 
statement. 

Senator Monroney. I can’t say— 

Mr. Buiss. And your September, that opening statement relative 
to September. there, as to time, that was at our State convention, and 
we had people attending the convention appear on the show as well a: 
the candidates; they just practically walked by. It was not a candidat: 
proposition. 

Senator Smira. Mr. Chairman, does counsel have any record as to 
where those percentages came from’ Do they include the over-all! 
State-wide broadcasts, do they include all the candidates / 

Senator Monroney. Your records, anyway for the purpose of you 
records, you cannot show any breakdown as to the time consumed by 
Senator Taft and the time consumed by Mr. Ebright or that consumed 
by the entire State ticket / 

Mr. Butss. That is right, Senator. I placed in my exhibit the as 
signment that we started out with, but there were so many switches 
after we once mailed the schedule out, and we don’t have an up-to-date 
record of the switches, and that is the reason I suggested to your 
investigator that he check the Ralph Jones Agency and get the accurate 
assignment. 

Senator Monroney. But your estimate would be that it was fairly 
evenly divided between the two major candidates on the ticket ? 

Mr. Buiss. I would probably say, as I recollect, the Senator a 
ably had a little more time than the candidate for Governor did, but 
how much more I don’t know. 

Senator Monroney. But these radio spots that you introduced it 
evidence here include the plug for the entire State ticket, or were they 
spots for Senator Taft, or spots for Ebright ? 

Mr. Buiss. I ran hastily through them, and that is the reason | 
submitted them. T don’t remember that they mentioned any particu 
lar candidate. They were what I called statements for the entire 
ticket. In other words, we would take a “Did you know”’—*Did you 
know that the Government wasted so much money on such and such 
a project? If you disagree with this type of waste, vote Republican. 
Now, that is the type of thing it was. 

Senator Monronery. There was no specific plug, as you recall, 
the majority of them for an individual ? 

Mr. Briss. To the best of my recollection there were no specifi 
plugs, but if there were, it will show in there in the exhibit. 

Senator Monronery. Yes. We have a record of those spots. 

Mr. Moorr. Yes, we do. 

Senator Monroney. I was noticing the television spots we have on 
here are exclusively Senator Taft; that is, that were turned in to us. 

Mr. Buiss. They may have been, I am not certain of that any more 
T know the reason for that. I recall now. We took a film of all the 
State—the candidates for State-wide office, with the exception of 
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Senator Taft, which we were going to use as a trailer on the end of the 
('V programs, and the film was so lousy the first time I looked at it 
that 1 ordered it off the TV programs; that is what happened. 
Senator Monroney. Could you repeat that? I was trying to check 
ese, 
Mr. Butss. I stated that we prepared a film of the candidates for 
State-wide office, with the exception, as I recollect. of our candidate 
Governor and our candidate for Senator. 
We were then planning on using the film as a trailer at the end of 
e TV program, the last 4 or 5 minutes, in order to get in a plug for 
candidates for State-wide oftlice, with the exception of Senator 
ft and the candidate for Governor, they having appeared on the 
or portion of the program. 
We ran it once, and the film was not very good. I view 
evision, and it was not evood, and IT ordered ow publicity cadepart 
t to take it off. We did not use it after that. 
Senator Monroney. You substituted these Taft spots? 
Mr. Buss. That may have been the case. l think the film 
ver than the Taft spots, 
senator Monront y. Were there Spots, television spots, also fot 
Ebright. or did you eive Senator Taft all of it? 
Mr. Buiss. I don’t remember. 
Senator Monroney. You do not remember? We seem to have a 
zen or two dozen here of the 1-minute TY spots. 
Mr. Buiss. We checked over the billing for the Ralph Jones Agency, 
| whatever their records show down there are correct, in my) 
loment. 


hg is represented by vour 824.248 figure. Was that joint advertis 
for the heads and others on the ticket. as well ? 


Senator Monroney. So far as you know, all the newspaper advet1 


Mir. Buiss. What figure was that vou were reading? 

senator Monr NEY. Well, We I) ive i breakdow1 ot SVS 

Mr. Buiss. As I reeall 

Senator Monroney. You say approximate cost 

e, In your statement. 

Mr. Briss. That was for the two ads which I ineluded in th 

it. There were TV ads used. For instance, when Don Ebright 
| Senator Taft appeared on TV in any given city we tried to buy 
Vspaper space to advertise t] elr appearance. It w: sn’ iu h: | 
k it was a two-column 2-inch or something along that line. Now, 

it was an additional cost, and I have included a copy of that ad in 
exhibit. I can’t recall—I think we ran some ads. as I recall. in 
Negro papers, and I don’t recall what the amount of those—the 
tof them was. I couldn’t find any copies of these ads. That was 
dled by our Negro division, and they seemingly did not have copies 
hance. 

senator MonRONEY. The printed matter also in which we have a 
il coming to $66,290.07 was all joint printing matter, was it, for the 
re ticket ? 

Mr. Butss. As far as I know it was. We paid I don’t recall of a 
ele item that we bought for Senator Taft, for him alone. 

Senator Monronry. You would not be able to olve the committee 
advice at this time as to how we could properly allocate those 
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expenditures between two major candidates and the other part of ¢] 
State ticket and the county ticket ¢ 

Mr. Buss. Believe me, Senator, if I knew any formula I would 
give it to you, but I honestly don’t. 

Senator Monroney. Can you put your mind to this, because yo 
have had a oreat deal of exper ilence as to how we can answer this Sb 
question with legislation. We have been searching for the answer, 
and we know it is a hard one. We are interested, of course, in trying 
to determine what portion of the money you spent was prope! 
allocable to Senator Taft in this hearing, but the real purpose of 
is to try to find the formula or method by which we can get a practic 
breakdown. 

Mr. Burss. I told your investigator I did not think Houdini cou! 
give him the answer to that, of the setting up of the formula. 

You take a matter such as a registration drive, and I don’t knoy 
what proportion vou would allocate: or a meeting. We had meeting 
of the county chairwomen or county chairmen where we bought the 
dinners. Isn't that chargeable? A portion of it? = If it is, what pel 
centage? J] would not know. 

Senator Monroney. It seems to me that all money spent in organ! 
ing. In promoting the ticket, and in benefits and all that is beneficial 
to the candidate. How you can properly charge it up to him, I don’ 
know. 

Mr. Briss. T do not dispute your statement as being beneficial 1 
him, but when you talk of percentage of benefit, I don’t know. \ 
penne ts us sav a candidate has a Very poor appearance. His 
appearance before a dinner group might be harmful to him rather than 
helpful. | Laughter. | 

Senator SmirH. Just going back to the matter of radio and tele 
vision programs, is the same thing true that they benefit the organ 
zation or the whole ticket ? 

\MIr. Burss. Yes. 

Senator SmirH. Are ‘t those usually accompanied by spot 
nouncements, “Vote Republican,” even though one individual 
appear na? 

Mir. Buss. I forget just how we set those up, but insofar as mvs 

lly, Laman organization man in my belief, and I believe in t! 
1] theory that we should havea ticket operation, and evel 
thi oO iat we could tie in the ticket to, we tried to, and whether 
did it on the radio programs, I do not recall, senator. 

senator SMITH. Ther each individual or State or national 

nefits bv it. That is the same— 

Dniss. I would say, let us assume that Senator Taft just sp 
for LO minutes on the alr. I would say that his very speech in itsel 
not only henetited nim, but henetited every congressional eandida 
In Ohio: bet efited ever\ eet oamer ys on that ticket because you ha 
a crusade mn ( io. Pe ‘op © heleved In Ta ft. the V wanted to elect hu 
and he he Iped Stir up that interest by es ap pearance on the progral 
so that I consider t that part ot his ti ow hile had it in dollars al 
cents ‘harged to him, it he ‘Iped t hold ticket because he hel) 
bru a people out to the polls. 

Senator Smiru. As did the organization billboards or advertis 
help to bring the people out to vote for the candidate. 

Mr. Buss. That is right. 





: 2 
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Of course, the billboards, it is obvious in the service, it seems to me, 


that did help other candidates because we had the congressional strip 


ind started off “Vote Republican.” 
That was not only done on Senator Taft’s boards, but also, as I 


recollect. done On the Ebright boards, and boards We furnished (;eorvge 


pender, 

Senator MonrongEy. Was there a disproportionate amount of the 
faft allocation made, which was nearly 214 to 1 over what Ebright 
eceived because of the carrying of the Congress onal flyer On the 
Taft billboard ¢ In other words, you spent 835.940 for the Taft 
oards, which | understand, did carry Lconare ssional candidate alor oO 

th him— 

Mr. Buss. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. And you spent only $15,700 for Mr. Ebright. 

Mir. BuIss. We sp nt. as | recollect. more than that. I think that 

is just with the Central Outdoor Advertising that 815.000, L think 

ere area couple of other small billboard items In there that we pa a 

him. 

He had ordered t he board directly through some other source. 

sproportion comes about because of this: We had the Taft boa 
for 2 months, and we had the Ebright boards for 1 month, so that vou 


ihe 


ras 


can see that if you multiply what we gave Ebright by two, had he had 


hose for 2 months, he would have had the same amount. 
I mean, it was just a case of l-month and a 2-mont! 

Senator Monroney. Why did Mr. Ebright get only 1 month ¢ 

Mir. Butss. Why cid he vet only 1 month 4 

Senator Monroney. Yes. 

Mr. BLIss. Because aiter conterence with him. | talked ovel 
unpaign with him, and he only wanted his boards for 1 mont 
havo MoNRONI zi He wo ld LAV E been bette otf if he had had 


! propositio} 


mv 


em for 2. Taft had them for 2 months ¢ 


Mir. Buiss. Right. 


senator Mi NRONEY. Was that. 1 rhaps, also he LuWSse hie ic 
ved S55.000 direct from Lire Republican fi} mriece committee ¢ 
Mr. BLISs. Well. that 5s true | mean, Wwe mace those cre 


ie 7 
Dutions to our State naaaces, 


Cal 1 
Senator Monroney. What I cannot understand in the direct 
utions which Mr. August testified were at vour direction, wh the 


si Cal cidates all received sums of monev range from SD), Ol 

Kbrnght, down to $2,000 for the heutenant governor. and why Senatol 
1¢ } - } 4 . 

baft was earmarked for onlv 82.000 of that. 


Mr. Buiss. Well. Senator Taft was earmarked for none. Mr. 
A Oust testified that he paid that out of his ow on the othe Ss, you 
iV you can’t understand why—— 

senatol Monn NEY. If the effort of the Ri publican central com 
mittee was to treat evervbody fair and do all they « ould for the good 
ld ticket, and things of that kind, then why, if it was evenly balanced, 
iS you Say, in the expendit ures of your committee, why were these 

bn @iven extra money by the Republica finanee committee, eal 
iarked out of the Republican finance committee / 

Mr. Burss. All right, I ean answer that. 

Senator Taft’s group had the Taft for Senate Citizens Committee, 
hich did certain things In his behalf. Ebright likewise had a com 

ttee or two ot them, as set forth, which did certain thi 


rm oin his 
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behalf and, of course, it was desirable that they have funds, and at 
my direction funds were issued to those various committees, as shown 
on that finagcial report. I mean, there was a Tracy committee, and a 
Douglas for lieutenant governor committee, and so on. 

In other words, there is no point in your having a committtee to 
carry on their operation if there were no funds in there, and it wa: 
not necessary for the Senator to have those funds. 

Senator Monroney. Sometimes it was the other way. Mr. Tate 
was able to send funds into your organization rather than get funds 
from you. Is that the case, that they were amply financed so that they 
didn’t need it ? 

Mr. Buiss. I would say that is probably the case. I mean, how 
ever, we did a number of things for the Senator here. We also did 
for the governor, that do not—vou talk about $55,000. IT want to cor 
rect that figure; it was $64,000 that was given direct to Ebright, and 
we also did him many other things—did many other things for Mr. 
Ebright, and in the case of most of “7 candidates on here, they sent 
a good many bills to me, which I 0. k..d and paid out of State com 
mittee funds, in addition to that aa that is shown. 

Senator Monronry. Did Senator Taft ever send any bills to you 
that were paid out of committee funds ¢ 

Mr. Buiss. Not that I recall. You are talking about bills on his 
personal campaign ? 

Senator Monroney. Bills specifically that had been sent by the 
Taft people to you for payment. 

Mr. Buss. No; none that I recollect. There was this isolated 
instance where Russ Campbell, who was chairman of the Franklin 
County Taft Committee put on a Young Republican meeting at Ohio 
States University, and came in and asked for help on the meeting, 
and we took care of that. 

Senator Monronery. All mailing, most of that, ne Wspaper advertis 
ing, radio, billboards—leave billboards out—but those were joint ef 
forts of the committee for the whole ticket, and carried the names of 
other candidates in most of the cases ? 

Mr. Buiss. I would not say—you have named over a number of 
things there. 

Senator Monroney. Let us take it singly. 

Mr. Briss. Let me take them one by one, would you, please é 

Senator Monroney. Let us take newspaper advertising. 

Mr. Buiss. That was joint; that was the entire ticket, and I have 
submitted the tickets. 

Senator Monroney. Then, special newspapers that were put out, 
Republican Ne AWS, 

Mr. Butss. That was for the ticket. 

Senator Monronry. That was joint. I have seen one « Opy, which | 
must admit was pretty well balanced between Ebright and Taft. The 
rest of the candidates weren’t very much mentioned. 

Mr. Buss. Lam very glad to hear you say that. I hope our candidat: 
for governor hears that. 

Senator Monroney. The radio advertising could not be very well 
joint, but as near as you could figure on it, it was pretty well balance: 
between Senator Taft and Ebright. 





INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 503 


Mr. Buss. 1 would say Senator Taft had the edge on that, but I 
don’t recollect how much edge, but I think more time went to Taft 
than Ebright. 

Senator Monroney. And the Taft billboards were up 2 months, 
twice as much as Ebright. 

Mr. Buiss. That is right. 

Senator Monronry. And he was compensated in an additional di 
rect allocation of 55 or 65, as you say. 

Mr. Buss. Possibly many other things we p: aid for. 

Senator Monroney. On the postage, which is a considerable item, 

32.000 the at you would Say was pretty gener ally divided tor the whole 
t] akok. Was it not, no special mailings of State-wide importance for 
an individual candidate. 

Mr. Briss. Now, perhaps on postage we may have paid the postage 
for some individual candidate, however, who is listed are receiving 
a direct contribution, say. Let’s assume that Roger Tracy, our candi 
date for treasurer, had a mailing of 50,000 pieces he w: anted to make, 
and he brought it in tome and we ap proved it. we ran that through our 
mailing room. But we had no instances of that with Senator Taft. 

Senator Monronry. The general overhead, such as professional 
fees, photograph service, telegraph, telephone, research. Office 
sup yphes, office rental, taxes, and things of that kind were, of course, 
divided between the whole ticket. 

Mr. Buiss. That is right. I mean it was a—those things normally 
are associated with a campaign headquarters. 

Senator Monroney. Ir receipt of funds which you reported these 
idditional funds, did you know of any funds of a t] iousand doll: ars or 
ore that came from the State of Texas ? 

Mr. Buss. From the State of Texas? Well, if they did, it is on 
Lhnere, 

Senator Monroney. They are not reported or none show. Of 
ourse, it is not broken down. But I thought perhaps—— 

Mr. [3L1ss. Not that I recall, I have ho way of knowing here, 
ean if you have a name and it is listed there 

Senator MonroONEY. I don’t see any thousand-dollar subscriptions, 

the first place- there are a few thousand dollar subseriptior S, 
owever, some that I could identify. 

Mr. Buss. I don’t recollect where the residences of any of those 
ndividuals are. IE think R. F. Galvin is a gentleman from Lima, 
Ohio. 

Senator Monroney. So far as you know, though, none of the con 
ributions came from that ? 

Mr. Buiss. From Texas? 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sil 

Mi. Bi ISS, Not from my knowledge. 

Senator Monroney. You don’t know whe 

t-of-State contributions in that list / 

Mr. Buiss. In that list, no, I do not. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Smith / 

Senator Smiru. | haven't any more questions. 

Senator Monroney. Counsel / 
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Mr. Moore. On page 14 of your disbursements there is a disburse- 
ment of September 12, 1950, to the Ohio Council of Churches, printed 
matter $40. Do you have any recollection of what that is? 

Mr. Buiss. How much is it ? 

Mr. Moore. $40. 

Mr. Buiss. I think that was a mailing for one of our candidates, 
Ted Brown. In other words, as I outlined here earlier, we paid 
bills for the individual candidates at their direction, and as I reeall, 
that was some mailing he had made for himself. 

In other words, the Ohio Council of Churches, as I understand, has 

list that they sell the mailn o@ service on, people in Ohio—I don’t 
know who they are particularly—and sometimes the candidates will 
take material of theirs over there and ask that it be mailed out to that 
list. That is probably what that is. 

Mi . Moore. And that was for the benefit of Mr. Brown ? 

ane Briss. That is right. 

Mr. Moorr. That is your best recollection ? 

Mr. Buiss. That is the best of ni recollection. My bill at head 
quarters would show what it was for. 

Mr. Moore. I asked you that because we had a witness yesterday 
from the Ohio council, Director Lamb. who in his te stimony was asked 
about an unidentified contribution in the amount of $40, and he 
himself could not identify it, and we wondered whether this might 
be it. 

Mr. nam It might be. My bill is at headquarters and I could 
look and eall you and tell vou exactly what it is for, but I am pretty 
posit ive that 1S for Ted Brown. candidate for Secretary of State. 

Mr. Moorr. Would you do that ¢ 

Mr. Briss. Yes. 

(The following letter from Mr. Bliss Was ordered inserted in the 
record at this point at a meeting of the subcommittee held on 
February 8, 1952 :) 


hn 
1 
I 


DECEMBER 8, 1951. 
Mr. JoHn Moorer, 
Chief Counsel. United States Senate Subcommittee or 
ivileges and Elections, 106 Nenate Office Building. 
Washington, D. C. 

DrAar Mr. Moore: During the testimony which I gave before the Senate 
Investigating Committee, you inquired as to an expenditure in the amount of 
$410, which expenditure involved a billing from the Ohio Council of Churches 

You requested that a photostatie copy of the billing be sent to you. Attached 
please find photostatic copy and as I stated in my testimony, this bill was it 
curred by Mr: Ted W. Brown, our candidate for Secretary of State. You will 
note his initials attached to the bill, which was paid by us at his request. 

If you desire any further information concerning the type of material mailed 
out by him, I would suggest that vou get in touch with Mr. Brown. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ray Buss, Chairman 

Senator Monronry. Any more questions, Senator? 

Thank you very much for the benefit of your testimony and your 
cooperation with the committee. We appreciate your being here. 
Sorry to have delayed you so long. 

Mr. Buss. I want to thank the Senators for remaining over so the Vv 
could hear us. It was very thoughtful of you. 
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Senator Monroney. I might ask if you do have any ideas as to how 


ted we can properly allocate for legislative purposes the State committee 
expenditures in behalf of senatorial candidates, we would be most 
happy to receive them after you go home and have a chance to ponder 
the problem that this committee faces. 

e Mr. Butss. Thank you, Senator. 

Lic Senator Monroney. The committee will stand in recess, subject to 

ll, further call by the Chairman. 

(Whereupon, at 1:45 p. m., the hearing was adjourned.) 

Lil 
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INVESTIGATION INTO THE 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL 
CAMPAIGN 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1952 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D. ¢ 
he subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:15 a. m., in room 
24, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C., Senator Guy M. 
(rillette presiding. 

Present: Senators Gillette, Monroney, and Hennings. 

Also present : John P. Moore, chief counsel: Grace E. Johnson, chief 
clerk. 

Senator Gitterre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

The subcommittee meets this morning on the eall of the chairman. 

This meeting was directed by the subcommittee in a recent executive 
session for the purpose of taking additional testimony from Mr. Cyrus 
Katon, of Cleveland, Ohio. 

I will read a statement he ‘Tre that specifically refers to these matters 

Poday’s meeting was called for the principal purpose of receiving 
the or il testimony of Mr. Cyrus Eaton of ¢ ‘eveland, Ohio, in the mat 
ter of the investigation by the subcommittee into the 1950 Ohio sena 
torial campaign. Hearings in this proceeding were previously held 
during the period November 26 through December 1, 1951, and the 
testimony of 23 witnesses was heard. 

On December 1, 1951. the chief counsel stated on the reeord that we 
had been unable to subpena Mr. Eaton, who had contributed to a 
Columbus, Ohio, organization known as Labor’s Nonpartisan 
League, United Mine Workers of America, for the reason that Mr. 
Katon had gone to Canada and could not be served. 

Pursuant to a decision of the subcommittee on January YS, 1952 
process Was reissued and on January 31, 1952, the United States mar 
shal served the subpena of this subeommittee, returnable at 10:10 a. 
m.. February dS, today, upon Mr. Eaton, personally, 

Yesterday morning, February 7, however, a telegram dated Feb 
ruary 6, 1952, was received from Ray T. Miller, Cleveland, Ohio, 
torney for Mr. Eaton. (I am informed that Mr. Miller attempted 
to reach me by telephone Wednesday afternoon, February 6, but was 
unsuecessful, because I was on the Senate floor at that time.) Mr. 
Miller's telegram, just referred to, reads as follows: 

Cyrus Eaton, Sr., 2310 Terminal Tower, Cleveland, Ohio, requests an extension 

his appearance before your committee until March 6 because of illness and 
necessary medical treatment being administered at Cleveland Clinic. His doctors 
dvise against a trip to Washington tomorrow. 


ou, 
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Upon receipt of this telegram vesterday, February 7, the ¢ ~ f coun- 
sel of the subcommittee dispatched the following telegram in reply, 
addressed to his attorney : 

Re Cyrus Eaton. Subcommittee requires certification of disability by attending 
physician including statement of diagnosis and necessary period of confinement 
Such certification is subject to verification by committee-appointed physicians 
Essential this be supplied prior to 10 a. m., February 8. 

In answer to this the following message has been received. 

The telegram that was received was dated 6: 26 yesterday afternoon, 
It is addressed to the chairman of the subcommittee and reads a 
follows: 

Cyrus 8. Eaton is undergoing treatment at Cleveland Clinie¢ for acute orthopedi 
disturbance. Impossible for him to travel until condition is improved. Time of 
recovery cannot be anticipated. 

It issigned by James A. Dixon, chief of orthopedics. 

On the basis of this exchange of telegrams it appears that we have 
two questions before us: (1) Will Mr. Eaton’s absence this morning 
be excused, and (2) if so, how much additional time will he be allowed / 

Does counsel have any further information for the consideration of 
these questions by the subcommittee, other than contained in the state 
ment I have just read ? 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, during the past week I telephoned the 
office of Mr. Eaton to request the documentary information specified 
in the subpena duces tecum be sent in advance of his personal appear- 
ance. I was informed by his office he was out of town, but the message 
concerning my request would be brought to his attention. We have 
not received that documentar vy information. I think it is essential that 
the staff have it prior to his appearance. 

Secondly, I would like to bring to the attention of the committee 
this fact, that L have before me on the committee table five separate 
communications by registered mail, three of these under date of No 
vember 20, 1951, addressed, one to Mr. Cyrus Eaton, Sr., one to his 
son Cyrus Eaton, Jr.. and the third to his secretary, Miss Rand. 

Again, on December 11, 1951, we addressed communications not 
this time to the Eatons, but to Miss Rovon or another member of his 
staff. All these registered letters have been returned to the commit 
tee’s office for apparently some direction must have been given that 
any such Se would not be accepted, because they were 
addressed correctly to him and these other people at the Terminal 
Tower Building, in C cilia’ 

Senator GILLETTE. These envelopes carried the return address of t! e 
subcommittee ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes, they did, Mr. Chairman. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Gitterre. Now, on the record. 

The counsel has just referred to a number of communications froi 
this subcommittee addressed to Mr. Cyrus Eaton, Sr., Terminal Towe: 
Building. Cleveland, Ohio. The chairman holds in his hand, five of 
these communications all addressed to Mr. Cy rus Eaton, sr.. ‘Termina 
Tower Building. Cleveland, Ohio, registered, and returned unclaimed 

They were sent special-delivery air mail and were all apparent!) 
not accepted by the adi lressee, The ac lressee refused to accept the 
letters, 
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Of course, it is customarily understood that at any judicial tribunal 
physical incapacity of a witness to attend always is given the fullest 
soleidon ation. This subcommittee will want to follow that established 
practice, but there are a number of things in connection with this at- 
tempt to serve processes and secure testimony from the source we have 
now been considering that there is certainly a failure to cooperate. 

With the approval of the other members of the subcommittee, we 
will instruct our chief counsel to secure, if possible, any evidence to 
demonstrate or to prove the condition of incapacity that this particular 
witness has alleged. We do not want to be unjust. We do not want 
to be unfair. But we are certainly not going to see the authority of 
the subcommittee flouted in any way. We are considerate. We have 
additional evidence to take here in another matter pertaining to this 
matter indirectly, and we will proceed to do that. 

Without objection, it will be the chairman’s intention, after we have 
completed the taking of that testimony, to recess this hearing for a 
temporary period until such time as our counsel can ascertain the facts. 
The process that has been served will not be vacated, will be in full 
force and effect, and, pending that investigation, unless there is an 
objection— 

Senator Monroney. I would like to make certain that it will not 
require the reserving of the subpena. 

Mr. Moore. That will not be necessary, Senator Monroney, for the 
reason that the witness is subject to the processes of the ¢ ommittee and 
any extension which is granted to him is granted as a courtesy and he 
remains in all respects bound to appear on the date specified by the 
committee, at a later date. 


Apropos of that, I would like to suggest that the witness be directed 
to submit the documentary information which has been specified | 
the subpena. 

Senator Monroney. May we ask what that is, for the record, at this 
time ¢ 


Mr. Moore. The subpena recites, generally, that he produce— 


and all documents, records, checks, bank accounts, deposit slips, letters, 
moranda, printed matter, and all papers relative to your contributions, direct] 
indirectly, to Labor’s Nonpartisan League, United Mine Workers of America, 
and any other committees for Joseph T. Ferguson in the Ohio election campaign 
f 1950, and to other political committees during 1950. 

Senator Monroney. Was that largely the contents of the registered 
letters, which you mnt which were not received / 

Mr. Moorr. No, is not. The registered letter, the first one, in- 
formed him of the “A ndency of hearings which were to commence on 
November 26, and advised him— — 

I had better correct mv prior statement, Senator Monroney. 
We also stated in that letter of November 20, the following: 
lo facilitate the admission of evidence, it is essential that you bring with you 
ords, documents, books of account, ledgers, minutes, and other papers 
tive to your contributions to Labor’s Nonpartisan League, United Mine 
Workers of America, and other committees for Joseph T. Ferguson in the Ohi 
election campaign of 1950. 


Senator Gruterre. He never received that letter. He refused it 
Mr. Moore. That is mght, 
Senator Monroney. I was trying to find out the contents of the 
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Senator Giuierre. The subpena was a subpena duces tecum wit), 
direction to bring the documents. 

Senator Monroney. I would like to go along with the chairman's 
suggestion that we wait until such time 1 as he is able to appear, but |] 
would like to ask that the committee secure an affidavit from the 
attending physician as to his physical condition. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest that the wire you 
showed us this morning doesn’t seem to indicate with sufficient speci 
fication what the illness is. It seems to me it would require furthe: 
clarification. 

Senator Gitterre. “Acute orthopedic disturbance” doesn’t ring any 
bell in the chairman’s mind. 

Senator HenninGs. It may mean a dislocated finger. 

Senator Guerre. The attending physician, whatever his title may 
be, knows whether or not a witness is incapacitated ; and, as I said, we 
are ready to show every consideration to any witness who is unable 
to attend, but the record in this case and the record up to this time 
does not show a very clear disposition to cooperate with the subcom 
mittee—and, of course, a refusal to appear would create a situation 
on which could be predicated contempt proceedings—but until that 
situation has been developed, after the completion of the work, we 
will temporarily reset the hearing with instructions to counsel to con- 
tact the attorney or whoever represents this witness and fix a time 
at. the earliest possible date that we can resume the hearings and hear 
this witness. 

Is there something additional you wanted to add ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

With respect to the Cyrus Eaton contribution, I would like to have 
marked for identification, as exhibits, certain additional papers, atfi 
davits which we have received, the first being an affidavit from Mr. 
Glenn R. Miller relating to his contribution to the United Mine Work 
ers’ Labor’s Nonpartisan League, an affidavit executed on the 18th day 
of December 1951. 

I would like that to be marked “Exhibit No, 225." 

Senator Gitterre. And made a part of the record / 

Mr. Moore. And made a part of the record, if you please. 

Senator Gitterre. Without objection, this will be so marked ; 
so made a part of the record. 

(The affidavit dated the 18th day of December 1951 by Glenn QR. 
Miller was received as exhibit No. 225 and is on file with the sul 
committee. ) 

Senator Gitterre. I think it would be advisable to read these into 
the record, if you will. 


Mr. Moor. Certainly, Mr. Chairman. [Reading :] 


AFFIDAVIT 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
County of Cook, as 

Glenn R. Miller, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and states as follows 

On or about October 20, 1950, Robert L. Kaiser, secretary of Otis & Co., asked 
me if | would be willing to make an election contribution in the amount of $2,500 
to Labor's Nonpartisan League, and stated that I would be promptly reim 
bursed for this contribution. I told him that I would prefer to avoid making 4 
contribution Mr. Kaiser said he would see if he could obtain the contributio 
elsew here. 
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On October 23, 1950, Mr. Kaiser said he would need a contribution from me 
in the amount of $2,500. 1 thereupon drew a check in the amount of $2,500 
payable to Labor’s Nonpartisan League and gave it to Mr. Kaiser. The same 
day he gave me a check in the amount of $2,500. I do not recall the name of 
the maker of the check, nor do I have a copy of the check, inasmuch as the check 
was deposited 

I did not know that Labor's Nonpartisan League was identified with the 
United Mine Workers ot America. 


> 


(Signed) GLENN R. MILLER. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of December A. IT). 1951. 


ELEANORE KRUEGER 
My commission expires January 25, 1954 


The notary public's seal is affixed. 

The second communication is signed by L. G. Smith, and is dated 
December 24, 1951, addressed to me as chief counsel. 

DECEMBER 24, 1951 
JoHN P. Moore, 
Chief Counsel, United States Senate, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

DeAR Str: In reply to your request dated December 11, 1951, I hereby certif; 
that Cyrus S. Eaton, Sr., through Robert L. Kaiser, on or about October 7, 1950, 
asked me if I would make a contribution to Labor’s Nonpartisan League in the 
amount of $2,500. IL agreed to contribute and issued my check payable to the 
order of Labor’s Nonpartisan League for $2,500. 

I received a check for $2,500 on the same day from Cyrus S. Eaton, Sr., which 
I deposited in my checking account. 

| do not have any documents or papers relating to this transaction other than 
my canceled check. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) LyMAn G. SMITH. 

Senator Giuterre. That will be identified as exhibit 226. 

(The letter dated December 24, 1951, from Lyman G. Smith, was 
received as exhibit No. 226 and is on file with the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Giuuerre. That will be made a part of the record. 

Mr. Moors. There are two other papers, Mr. Chairman. These re 
late to the status of the Labor’s Nonpartisan League—the organization 
to which these contributions were made. The first is a letter from 
R. C. Owens, who was previously a witness in this case, a letter dated 
December 26, 1951, in which he states: 


Dear Mr. Moore: Labor's Nonpartisan League of Ohio was organized in 1936 
by a large group of representatives of labor in convention. The organization 
disbanded in the 1940's, and for political purposes it is referred to as Labor's 
Nonpartisan League of Ohio. There are no elected or appointed officers. It is 
pursuing no objective. It was used exclusively in Ohio for the election of Fed- 
eral, State, and county officers in 1950. 

It has no connection with Labor’s Nonpartisan Leagne, 1435 K Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) R. C. Owens, 
Secretary-Treasurer, District No. 6, UMWA. 


Senator Gitterre. That is just a letter? 

Mr. Moore. I do have, however, an affidavit from Mr. John T. 
Jones, director of Labor’s Nonpartisan League in Washington, D. C. 
Do you wish, Mr. Chairman, that this be read ? 

Senator Gutters. I think it should be read into the record. 
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Mr. Moore (reading) : 

AFFIDAVIT 
Ciry OF WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, 8s: 

The affiant, John T. Jones, having been duly sworn, deposes and says that 

as John T. Jones, ain director of Labor’s Nonpartisan League in Washington, 
D. C., which is supported and financed by the United Mine Workers of America 
As 1 informed Chief Investigator James E. Lynch of the United States Senate 
Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections several months ago when he called 
at the office of the league, Labor’s Nonpartisan League in Ohio is a separate 
entity and has no connection or affiliation with Labor’s Nonpartisan League in 
Washington, D, C. The principal purpose of Labor’s Nonpartisan League in 
Washington, D. C., is to aid and assist the United Mine Workers of America 
and its members in the obtaining and dissemination of iniormation, educationa! 
matters and data and other matters of general interest or use to said United 
Mine Workers of America and its members. 

JoHn T. JONES 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned notary public, this 6th 
day of February 1952. 

E1ima CRUMP, 

My commission expires June 15, 1953. 

The notary public’s seal is affixed. 

Senator Grutetre. That will be exhibit No. 227. 

(The affidavit of John T. Jones, dated February 6, 1952, was re- 
ceived as exhibit No. 227 and is on file with the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Moore. May I state for the record that the purpose of these 
latter statements is to establish that the Labor’s Non-Partisan League 
in Ohio was, as our previous conclusion stated, a local committee or 
local organization, not a national committee. Of course, that was a 
question in connection with the application to the contributions made 
by Cyrus Eaton, of section 608 (a) of the Corrupt Practices Act, which 
contains a general exception from the $5,000 limitation, where the 
donation is made to a local organizaton as opposed to a national 
organization. 

Senator Monronry. That means that the Corrupt Practices Act 
would not cover the $35,000 donations that were made through Mr. 
Eaton in the campaign. 

Mr. Moore. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator Giitierre. Counsel, do you have some other witnesses that 
you want us to call today? 

Mr. Moore. We have representatives from the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue whom we requested, in the event we might have some ques 
tions to address to them concerning the application of the Federal 
vift tax, to appear here today. 

The staff has gathered additional documentary evidence — Ing to 
the previous hearings held November 26, 1951, to December 1, 1951, 
in this matter. We were requested to obtain from the various wi 
nesses additional items of information. We have been gathering 
them in the interim. I think orderly procedure would require w 
identify that for the record. 

However, if the subcommittee wishes, we, at this time, might refer 
to the Federal gift-tax matter in order that these witnesses may 1 
be detained. 

Senator GriuetTe. Before we do that, the other matters that 4 
referred to were amplifications of evidence that some members of t! 
subcommittee asked the staff to prepare / 





Te 


INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 5138 


Mr. Moors. Asked the staff to prepare and asked the various wit- 
nesses to submit following their appearances before the committee. 

Senator GitteTre. And you have that material here ? 

Mr. Moore. Yes. 

Senator GitteTre. Without objection, it will be made part of the 
record. 

(The documentary evidence referred to is as follows :) 


Letter from Mr. I. Jack Martin dated December 1, 1951, containing requested 
tations and dates for material in Senator Taft’s supplemental statement. 
(This appears in the record at page 220 following Mr. Martin’s testimony. ) 


vdditional statement of Jacob Clayman in response to Senator Taft's supple 

ental statement concerning charges of communism against the CIO-PAC, 

(This appears at page 225, in accordance with permission previously granted 
by the committee. ) 

Exhibits submitted by Mr. Clayman to document his additional statement 
These are: 

No. 127-A: Photostat of clipping from Akron Beacon Journal October 11, 
1950, describing campaign speech by Thomas Shroyer. 

No. 127-—B: Article in The National Republic, December 1950, entitled “Puerte 
Rican Revolutionaries Held in Plots,” with photograph of Jack Kroll on the 
saline page 

No 27-C: Allegedly Communist leaflet distributed in 1921-22 among 
Amalgamated Clothing Workers, entitled “Members of the Amalgamated 
Clothing Workers of America! What Do You Want in the Coming Agreement?’ 

No. 127-—D: Allegedly Communist leaflet distributed in 1921-22 among 
Amalgamated Clothing Workers, entitled “Organize and Fight.” 

No. 127-E: Photostat of Chicago Daily Tribune describing anti-Communist 

ment workers meeting. 

No. 127-F : Photostat of Communist Party letter attacking Jack Kroll, dated 
February 19, 1935. 

No 27-—G: Photostat of Communist Party leaflet attacking Jack Kroll’s 

d baiting 

128—H: Article by Gus Hall in the Daily Worker, containing three pa 
which the third is entitled “The Target Is Taft First two pages attacl 


un and the CIO and the A. F. of L 


Letter from Henry C. Fleisher, editor of the CIO News, answering the cha 
that the photographs of Nazis alongside that of Senator Taft was the rand 


daddy of all political 


composite photographs.” This letter appears on page 166 


jst of names of Amalgamated Clothing Workers met 
‘IO-PAC check-off was applied. This wus submitted by Mi 


Exhibit 131-B: I 
gainst whom the ¢ 


Beryl Peppercorn, in accordance with his undertaking at the hearings 


Letter from Thomas E. Harris, assistant general counsel of the ClO, dated 
November 29,1951. This letter appears on po ge 245 

Exhibit 147—A: List of local unions contributing $21,398.79 to the Ohio Fed 
eration of Labor Political League. This information submitted by Mr. P 
Hannah, in accordance with his undertaking (p. 270) 


tter from M \. L. Cole, general business manager of the Reader's Digs 
d January 4. 1952, in regard to the reprinting of an article by Senator T; 
pearing in the Reader’s Digest for November 1950 


This appears at page 340 





514 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


Letter from Dr. Fifield concerning the financing of a telegram urging Prot 
estants to vote. 
This appears at page 395. 


Letter from Ray Bliss dated December 3, 1951, concerning $40 bill from Ohio 
Council of Churches appears at page 504. 

Exhibit 224 shows bill of Ohio Council of Churches, August 15, 1950, charging 
Ted W. Brown $40 for addressing cards. 


Exhibit 158-A: Records of the Columbus Dispatch relating to the free-enter 
prise series of advertisements appearing in 18 Ohio newspapers from September 
to November 1950. 

These records include: 

1. Letters from Mr. Lew Hill, advertising manager of the Columbus Dispatch, 
to other newspapers inviting their participation in the series and the responses 
to Mr. Hill’s letters. 

2. Letters from Mr. Hill introducing Mr. Arthur Connor as representative of 
the Columbus Dispatch in the sale of the series. 

3. Letters purporting to show that the series was not originally timed to run 
immediately before the election, that educators and others were interested in 
the articles, and that there were distribution and requests for copies of the ad 
vertisements after the election in Ohio. 

4. Statement showing gross receipts and distribution to participating news 
papers of funds received. 

5. Lists of editions of the Columbus Dispatch and Ohio State Journal naming 
or quoting Mr. Ferguson. These were offered with the understanding that Mr 
Ferguson had complained that the above newspapers did not publish his name 
or quote him during the campaign. Actually, Mr. Clayman had testified that 
“the Columbus Dispatch and the Columbus Journal were so incensed by the 
effrontery of Mr. Ferguson to run against Mr. Taft that they developed the 
policy after the election that they would never mention his name, and they have 
adhered to that religiously, even though he is an auditor and all kinds of news 
comes out of the auditor’s office.” 

6. Copies of “public service” advertising containing no names of sponsors, 
and a copy containing many sponsors. 

These records were submitted by Mr. Paul R. Gingher, counsel for thi 
Columbus Dispatch, in response to a duces tecum subpena served upon Mr. Lew 
Hill (p. S98). 


Senator Monroney. Before we start with these witnesses from 
Internal Revenue, I would like to ask: Is it not the purpose of our 
inquiry here to determine whether political donations in excess of 
83.000 come under the Federal income-tax provisions on gift taxes / 

Senator Giuterrr. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Not only would we be interested in inquiring 
whether these come under the gift taxes if given to one single organi 
zation, but Lam also interested in determining whether, if the ultimate 
purpose of gifts aggregating large sums of money made to various 
satellite organizations by one individual through other members of 
that family, but given obviously for purposes of influencing an elec 
tion of an individual or a party, would not also be under that gift 
tax and would not be subject to the device of dividing it up into 
$3,000 amounts and spread over several satellite organizations to thus 
vade the clear intent of the law. 
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Certainly, I would like to inquire if the Internal Revenue Code 
anticipates the deductibility of advertising of whatever nature that 
is run in newspapers, but on which no identity or company announce- 
ment or responsibility is contained. 

Senator Hennrnos. So-called institutional advertising? 

Senator Monroney. But without any signature whatsoever, and 
whether that would be deductible in a political campaign. 

The purpose of the deductibility of advertising is usually to identi- 
fy the firm with a product or policy or program of some kind. When 
these advertisements are run anonymously and the firm name doesn’t 

appears in any shape or form, even in the agate type, I question whether 
that would be deductible under the law. 

The committee must, in face of future elections and future en- 
forcement of the Federal Revenue Act, as relating to legislation, at 
least advise the Internal Revenue Department on those three mat- 
ters. 

Senator Guerre. I will say tothe Senator from Oklahoma that the 
matters he has referred to are extremely pertinent and they show a 
development of a device and the use of devices here that are specifically 
ind evidently for the purpose of influencing elections, but a device 
by which they are escaping the application of the tax. In addition 
to the matter of whether they are liable to tax, I think it is up to 
this committee to inquire very fully as to the effect of that device 
in influencing elections. 

What witness do you want to call first ? 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, we have three representatives from the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue, Mr. Joseph E. Kennedy, technical ad- 
viser to the Deputy Commissioner, Income Tax Division; Mr. Henry 
M. Lewis, Assistant Chief, Estate and Gift Section, Income Tax 
Division: and Mr. Norman A. Sugarman, Assistant Head, Manage- 
ment Staff, Bureau of Internal Revenue. 

It perhaps would be appropriate for Mr. Sugarman or these gen 
tlemen themselves to agree upon someone to appear and answer these 
questions, : 

Senator Monronery. Before we get into that, might I ask 
counsel has the income-tax return of Mr. Eaton, at this time / 

Mr. Moorr. Yes, we have examined his income-tax returns. 

Senator Giuterre. Will the three gentlemen named stand please ? 
When py hearings were opened it was ordered that all witnesses 
appearing before us be sworn. You will be sworn and we may call 
ull three of you or just one or more. 

Will you hold up your right hand / 

Do you, and each of you, solemnly swear that the testimony you 
shall give in the matter now in hearing before this subcommittee, 
shall e es truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Sucarman. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. I do. 

Mr. Lewis. | do. 
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TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH E. KENNEDY, TECHNICAL ADVISER TO 
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER, INCOME TAX DIVISION, BUREAU OF 
INTERNAL REVENUE; HENRY M. LEWIS, ASSISTANT CHIEF, 
ESTATE AND GIFT SECTION, INCOME TAX DIVISION, BUREAU OF 
INTERNAL REVENUE; AND NORMAN A. SUGARMAN, ASSISTANT 
HEAD, MANAGEMENT STAFF, BUREAU OF INTERNAL REVENUE 


Mr. Sugarman. I am Mr. Sugarman. I would like to say we are 
here at the invitation of your committee and are glad to cooperate 
with this committee. We have been working closely with the counsel 
for the committee and making available to him returns for inspec 
tion under the provisions of an Executive order which has authorized 
this committee to inspect returns, and we shall be glad to answer you 
questions to the best of our ability. It may be that you will get into 
matters which are beyond the scope of our particular activities at 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue, and, if so, I hope you will understand 
at that point that we will have to try to get you other officials of the 
Bureau who can better answer your questions. 

We will try to be as helpful as we can at this time. 

Senator Gitetre. Thank you, Mr. Sugarman. 

Will you identify yourself for the purposes of the record ? 

Mr. Sugarman. Mr. Norman A. Sugarman, assistant head, Man- 
agement Staff, Bureau of Internal Revenue. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Kennedy, will you state your name? 

Mr. Kennepy. Joseph E. Kennedy. 

Senator Gitterre. Your official position. 

Mr. Kennepy. Technical adviser to the Deputy Commissioner of 
Income Tax. 

Senator Giuterre. The other gentleman. 

Mr. Lewis. Henry M. Lewis, Assistant Chief of the Estate and 
Gift Section. 

Senator Monroney. Are you gentlemen career men in the Internal 
Revenue’. 

Mr. Kennepy. Thirty-one years. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Sugarman / 

Mr. SuGarMan. Eleven years. 

Senator Monronry. You, sir? 

Mr. Lewis. Approximately 31 years. 

Senator Monroney. You hold civil-service ratings ? 

Mr. SucarMan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Would you identify for the committee your 
civil-service ratings / 

Mr. Kennepy. Grade 14. 

Mr. Sugarman. Grade 15. 

Mr. Lewis. Grade 12. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Gitterre. Proceed, counsel. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Lewis, it is correct, is it not, that the applicabl 
sections of the Internal Revenue Code are sections 1003 and 1004 which 
relate, generally, to gift taxes? 

Mr. Lewis. Correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Is it the uniform interpretation of the Bureau that 
these provisions are applicable to contributions to political organ- 
izations ¢ 
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Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Would you please, Mr. Lewis, explain to the commit- 
tee the nature of the exclusions and/or exemptions which exist in 
these respective provisions ? 

Mr. Lewis. For the calendar year 1950 we have an exclusion of 
$3,000 for gifts to each donee. 

Mr. Moore. In any calendar year? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. In the calendar year 1950? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. We also have a specific exemption of $30,000 
which may be used by the donor either in 1950 or any other year 
thereafter. 

Mr. Moore. Am I correct that the $30,000 exemption is a lifetime 
exemption # 

Mr. Lewis. Correct. 

Mr. Moore. A lifetime exemption ? 

Mr. Lewis. Correct. 

Senator Monronrey. Is the $30,000 a lifetime exemption to each 
donee ? 

Mr. Lewis. Each donor. 

Senator Monroney. From each donor ? 

Mr. Lewis. Each donor. 

Mr. Moore. The gift tax is a tax payable by the donor; isn’t that 
right ? 

Mr. Lewis. That is correct. 

Mr. Moore. If there is no gift tax assessable for the reason that 
we have the $30,000 exclusion and the $3,000 limitation, is it neverthe- 
less necessary for the taxpayer to file a gift tax return to the Bureau? 

Mr. Lewis. If the gift is over $3,000 to any one donee, he is re- 
quired to file a return. 

Mr. Moore. Am I correct that that is true irrespective of the asses- 

sability of any tax? 

Mr. Lewis. Correct. 

Senator Monronry. May I ask at that point, coulc 1 a donor legally 
give $3,000, we will say, to his son and m: aybe a series of $3,000 gifts 
to his nephews who, in turn, would turn it over to his son, and legally 
escape the limitations of the law? 

Mr. Lewis. No, sir. The law applies to direct or indirect gifts. If 
you give to A with the obligation that he give it to B then you make 
a gift to B according to our interpretation. 

Senator Monroney. Then the Department and the law would 
consider the ultimate objective of the cift regardless of the devices 
or mechanisms of evasion under which the donor attempted to supply 
this money ? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes; provided you could establish those facts. 

Senator Monroney. But those facts would be subject to the estab- 

shment by the determination of the Internal Revenue ? 

Mr. Lewts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. And they would, under the law, be charged 

vith the responsibility of the ultimate objective of the gift as well 
is the devices through whic h evasion was attempted. The illustration 
| use in behalf of a man’s son giving it to various nephews who, in 
turn, invested money in a business of which the son was - ultimate 
recipient, those devices would be chargeable to a check by the In- 
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ternal Revenue Department if they found such evasion was resorted 
to and could charge back the evasion of the law for failure to comply 
with the gift-tax provision; is that correct? 

Mr. Lewis. I think that is correct, subject to the establishment of 
the fact that this was the intent and the actual happening. 

Senator Monroney. But, the Internal Revenue Ses the authority 
and is charged with the responsibility for determining whether this 
evasion is anevasion or not? 

Mr. Lewis. That would make a prima facie case. Of course, the 
taxpayer could always appeal to the courts. 

Senator Monroney. Certainly. 

Mr. Lewis. But that is the first prima-facie evidence that would 
establish that claim. 

Senator Gitterre. Proceed counsel. 

Mr. Moore. Going back to a question we asked a moment ago, Mr. 
Lewis, if a donor contributes a sum less than $3,000 to a political com- 
mittee, it is correct, is it not, that no return need be filed ? 

Mr. Lewis. He is not required to file a return. 

Mr. Moore. But in every case where the contribution exceeds $3,000 
a gift-tax return must be filed / 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moorr. Are you aware of the existence of any penalties for 
failure to file those returns ? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, we have a proviso—of course, where there is no tax 
involved, the only penalty would be the one where he would be 
charged with a misdemeanor and/or convicted of that, and there 
could be a penalty of a sum, but, normally, our penalties under the 
gift tax are based upon the amount of tax, so much percentage of that, 
for the length of time in which he is in arrears for filing a return, et 
cetera. 

Senator Monroney. Can you tell us the amount of the tax? Is it 
graduated ? 

Mr. Lewis. It is graduated. 

Senator Monroney. Do you have a table there ? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, we havea table. It is on page 17. 

Senator Monroney. Is the table long or is it short ? 

Mr. Lewis. It is about half a page. 

Senator Monroney. I would like unanimous consent that the table 

e placed in the record. 
Senator GitLerre. Without objection, it will be placed in the record. 
(The table for computing gift tax follows :) 


Rate schedule (as amended by sec. 402 (a) of the Revenue Act of 1941; effective 
for the calendar year 1942 and each calendar year thereafter) 


If the net gifts are: The tax shall be: 

Not over $5,000 2', percent of the net gifts. 

Over $5,000 but not over $10,000 $112.50, plus 514 percent of excess 
over $5,000, 

(iver $10,000 but not over S20,000 : S375. plus S\4 percent of excess over 
$10,000. 

Over $20,000 but not over $30,000 $1,200, plus 101% percent of excess 
over $20,000. 

Over $30,000 but not over $40,000___ $2,250, plus 18% percent of excess 
over $30,000. 
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Table for computing gift tar 


(B | (1) 


in effect for calendar 
year 1942 and for In effect for calendar 
each calendar year years 1940 and 1941 
thereafter 


Amount of net gifts } Amount of net gifts not Rate of 
equaling | exceeding tax on 
excess 

lax on amount v ’ onamount| over 
in column (A ( ( A) jamount 

| | in « 

umn 
(A 


| $5,000 
$5,000 $10,000 $112. 50 
$10,000 $20,000 375. 0O 
$20,000 $30,000 200. 00 
$30,000 $40,000 2, 250. Of 
$40,000 $50,000 3 OO 
$50,000 $60,000 2A. Of 
$60,000 $70,000 7. 125. Of 
¢ O00 S1LO0,000 4 OF Ot 
$100,000 $200,000 15, 525.00 
S200) CM | $250,000 025. 00 
$250,000 | $400,000 
$400,000 $500 000 
$500,000 | $600,000 
$600,900 | $750,000 
$750,000 $800,000 
$800,000 | $1,000,001 
$1,000,000 | $1,250,000 
1,250,000 31,500,000 
500 CO $2.000,000 
2 000,000 22 50 OK 
OU) OM 33 000 ,00F 
Wet $ AAD AMD 
4 U0 $4,000 00K 
1,000,000 $4 50K Ooo 
00,000 25,000,000 
000,000 $6,000,000 
100,000 | $7,000,000 
JO) OK | $8,000,000 
8,000,000 20,000 000 
100,000 210,000 OK 
FD CAR 20 000 (MK 


10,000) 250,000,000 


Senator GILLerre. Senator Hennings, do you have a question you 
want to ask? 

Senator HENNINGs. I just wanted to ask, Mr. Lewis, as far as you 
now, there have been no prosecutions brought under the misdemeanor 


| 


tion of the Penal Code for failure to make a return of the gift tax 
of this nature? 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t have anv knowledge of that. 

Senator HeENNINGs. It is a section seldom invoked ¢ 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. 

Senator Henninas. You are interested in getting the tax and 
iat Someone be confined or dealt with as a misdemeanor. 

Mr. Lewis. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Just for the purposes of summarizing the rec 
rd, the gift tax not over $5,000 is 214 percent of the net gifts. 
Over $5,000 but not over $10,000 the tax shall be $112.50, plus 514 
percent of excess over So.000, 

Over $10,000 but not over $20,000 the tax shall be $375, plus 5! 
ercent of excess over $10,000. 
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Over $20,000 but one over $30,000, the tax shall be $1,200, plus 1014, 
percent of excess over $20,000. ; 
Over $30,000 but not over $40,000 the tax shall be $2,250, plus 131, 
percent of excess over $30,000. ' 

I merely restate that to show that this is not inconsequential revenue, 
which may be escaping taxation as well as aiding to correcting influ- 
ence in violation through evasion of the Corrupt Practices Act. 

Senator Giuerre. All right, counsel. 

Mr. Moore. Did you want to make an addition to that reply, Mr. 
Sugarman ? 

Mr. Sugarman. I would like to merely add something on the two 
questions which have been asked, the question of Senator Hennings 
a moment ago, whether there had been any prosecutions. I think the 
question was understood to refer to prosecutions where there is a 
mere failure to file a return. 

Senator Hennrines. Yes. 

Mr. Sugarman. We are not aware of any such cases where no taxes 
are involved. 

Senator Henntnos. That was the purport. 

Mr. Sugarman. I wouldn’t like to leave the impression that if there 
is a considerable amount of tax involved, we settle for getting the 
money without possibility of criminal prosecutions. 

Senator Monroney. You say that the Bureau would not be con- 
cerned with gifts under $3,000. Say $2,999 is made in a series of gifts 
to various individuals, but the ultimate purpose of that was for the 
benefit of one individual. You would then consider that, even though 
the gifts were a series of $2,999, they would be under the purport of 
the law? 

Mr. Lewts. I think so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. That gets back, I think, to the question which was asked 
a moment ago, by Senator Monroney, also. Perhaps we ought to make 
it erystal clear on the record, if you have a donor contributing indi- 
rectly through the use of five or more conduits, persons, who are in 
the position of straw men, contributing to the ultimate donee on his 
behalf for the purposes of gift taxes, you look at the total aggregate 
amount, don’t you? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. And the indirect position, or the position of straw men, 
does not relieve the original donor of liability for tax or filing a return, 
as the case may be; isn’t that so? 

Mr. Lewis. That is so, based upon what we said before, of course. 
that it is subject to establishment of the basic facts. 

Senator Gitterre. That would be a basic fact that would be deter 
mined by the Bureau, itself, on its own investigation. 

Mr. Lewts. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. Could you detail to the committee the proc- 
esses by which this matter would be adjudicated by the — 
Revenue Department, by the agent in charge, in the inspection of : 
tax return of an individual who might be suspect of having co! 
tributed through various devices to a political candidate or a politic: al 
campaign’ You would then attempt to trace through these devices 
and ascertain if candidate X or party A was the ‘actual ultimate 
recipient? Then, what would yeu do, if you found that $50,000, let 
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us say, had been given through 20 relatives or 20 conduits? What 
would be your processes then in the Internal Revenue Bureau? 

Mr. Lewrs. rh e agent, normally, would establish that by his inves- 
tigation. Of course, he would check to see whether any return had 
been filed and if none had been filed he would contact the donor and 
request him to file a return disclosing all gifts made during that 
calendar year. 

Senator Henninos. On that point, Mr. Chairman, you never, as a 
matter of Bureau policy, I take it, undertake to follow campaign 
contributions to their ultimate source and to assess a gift tax upon 
those contributions, have you, Mr. Lewis? You’re a member who goes 
back at least 31 years. 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t think so. Not unless it is brought to the atten- 
tion of the Bureau. 

Senator Hennines. I doubt very much whether it has ever been a 
matter of Bureau policy even if the law does make a provision to 
permit. it. : 

Mr. Lewis. No: it would not be feasible with our group of em 
ployees. We wouldn’t have the manpower to do it. 

Senator HenninGs. So where some of the more prominent and 
affluent fe amilies of the country are listed in the newspapers for having 
contributed $5,000 for the father and $5.000 for the wife and $5,000 
for the sons and ds aughters, you do not undertake to run that down? 
You do not try to see that that mone y is subject to gift tax, do you? 

Mr. Lewis. We keep newspaper clippings in our office and, if we 
see any news article which indicates perhaps a considerable gift, we 
do refer that for chee king when appropriate. 

Senator HenninGs. To a political party / 

Mr. Lewis. Political parties—usually they do not run very large. 

Senator Hennes. Let us take a well-known family, the du Pont 
family. They are listed as giving $ $5,000 in Pennsylv: ania. $5,000 mM 
Ohio, $5,000 in Missouri, and the wife and several children are listed. 
too—I think I recall seeing that over some period of years—you, as 

matter of Bureau policy, do not undertake to reach for a gift tax 
u inder those circumstances, would you, even though they all emanated 
from the paterfamilias or the he ad of the f: amily ¢ 

Mr. Lewis. That is something we have not done as a regular matter. 

Senator Hennines. You see what I am getting at is that we are 
undertaking to inquire into this specific situation and I thought it only 
a matter of interest and germane to our inquiry and to our future 
actions that we undertake to recommend for legislation, whether or not 
that had ever been done. It is my impression that it has never been 
done. 

Mr. Lewis. So far as contributions to political committees, I do not 
oa we have, as far as my knowledge is concerned. I do not think 

» have found sufficient evidence of such amounts as would justify 
making that investigation. | 

Senator Hennines. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Monroney. In all due fairness to an individual who cives 
>1.000 more than $3,000 to his own son and is subjec t to the penalties 
of the Internal Revenue Code in the assessment of a gift tax against 
him, don’t you think that a $30,000 or $50,000 or $100,000 donation 
to candidate X or party B is certainly under the purview of t] 
same act / 
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I think that we would be very unfair in our enforcement of our 
tax code if we were to penalize a person for giving his own son or 
daughter more than $3,000 but we gave free rein for $100,000 donation 
to a political candidate. 

Mr. Lewis. I think you are correct, sir. We have newspaper clip 
pings, and where we find sufficient evidence which would indicate that 
probably a gift tax liability should be assessed, we do investigate cases, 
but my answer to him was in regard to political organizations. | 
didn’t recall where we have initiated any action in suc h cases. 

Senator Monronry. Of course, you know that at least the so-called 
full returns are on file with the Secretary of the Senate in the 
senatorial races and with the Clerk of the House for House races, and 
the donations are all a matter of public record. Has any inspection 
of these returns that have been filed ever been made? 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t believe so, as far as I have any knowledge, that 
that information has ever been made available to us. 

Senator Monroney. It is all available to the public. 

Mr. Lewts. I mean referred to us. It is public information, but 
we have a very limited force for gift taxes here in the city, and it would 
require considerable work to do that. 

Senator Guerre. As I understand your answer to these Senators, 
it is that the situation is that you have not, as a matter of policy in 
your department, made inquiries into these sources or these trans- 
actions, but that, when your attention is challenged by newspaper 
references or if it is called to your attention by a group such as this, 
you, of course, would make the necessary investigation to determine 
the facts. 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir, we would. 

Senator Gitietre. But, as a rule, you haven't been doing it? 

Mr. Lewis. No, sit 

Senator GitteTtr. Unless it is called to your attention, specifically ! 

Mr. Sugarman. Senator, can I add one thing at that point? Under 
the organization of the Bureau of Internal Revenue, the responsibility 
for enforcement of the tax laws is pretty well placed at the local 
level, so that our forces in the internal revenue offices—internal 
revenue agents and deputy collectors—who are in the various localities 
ure supposed to keep breast of the various situations which would 
indicate a liability for tax and a failure to comply with the law. Our 
Washington headquarters is pretty much of a supervisory staff. Our 
local offices are the ones which, being in the local communities, are 
supposed to know the situations and follow up all possible leads, 
which would indicate a failure to file returns and pay taxes. 

[I am confident that our local officers have been following these 
items. The problem they are then faced with is a matter of judgment 
as to whether to pursue certain lines of investigation or pursue other 
lines of investigation. One of the prime factors in that is the element 
of tax that might be turned up as a result of such investigation. 

A gift tax case which might involve a little over $3,000 with 
$30,000 exemption under the law, is not one which is likely to be pro- 
ductive of tax. A gift tax case which might run into $100,000 is 
another matter. I thought you should have that explanation of our 
organization and our investigation. 
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Senator HENNINGs. On the same point, true enough, your men in 
the field, I tobe | it, the Intelligence Unit, might have something to do 
with this at one time or another, and if not, your agents. 

Mr. SuGARMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. It would be of great importance in determining 
the $30,000 limitation if you could each year find that a given in- 
dividual had through himself, and others, but emanating from him 
self, originally contributed $25,000, $30,000 or $50,000 to political 
organizations, wouldn’t it ? 

Mr. Suearman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennineés. You would knock out $30,000 to start, perhaps 
in 1 year, and all contributions or gifts thereafter would be subject 
to cift taxes in the total amount? 

Mr. SuGARMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator HenntNnGs. So you would collect some taxes that way / 

Mr. Sugarman. Could I add this one other factor? In 1948 there 
was legislation enacted, referred to as the marital deduction or income 
splitting. Under that, a husband and wife may make a total con- 
tribution of $60,000, with the exemptions applying, so that there 
would be no aift-tax hability. Of course, there would also be an 
exclusion of $6,000 for each donee as well as the $60,000 exemption. 
So it is possible for a husband and wife or just the husband alone to 
give $66,000 in 1 year to a donee with no gift-tax liability. 

Asa result of that, that 1948 legislation. the area in which we may 
collect taxes has been considerably reduced. 

Senator Hennines. But thereafter, they are liable for all of it. 

Mr. SuGarmMan. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. As a matter of fact. because of the inheritance 
tax provisions, most large taxpayers have already disposed of their 
$60,000 lifetime gift and have taken credit for that probably, for 
some member of their family. They would not be entitled, then, to 
another $30,000 or $60,000 gift to a political campaign or to a can 
didate, would they ? 

Mr. SucarMAN. That would depend upon the facts in the particular 
situation. 

Senator Hennines. On which to proceed. 

Senator MONRONEY. You said as a lifetime exemption ot any one 
donee there 1s $30,000 for himself or $60,000 for himself and his wife. 
ft they have already given that to a son, then they have used up their 

ime exemption on that large amount. 

Me. SUGARMAN. Yes, s 

Senator MONRONEY. So then, anything they give to a political can 
didate or political campaign, the total amount above the $3,000, is 
subject to the olft tax. 

Mr. SuGARMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator MONRONEY. The reason I am asking this is that these run 
nto considerable SUITS. In the Cyrus Eaton case we are informed 
by our counsel that Mr. Eaton gave $5,000 of his own, that there 
vere four donations of $5,000 that evidently were given to the political 
indidates through a conduit and four donations of $2,500 which 
vould bring the gift tax up, if that were the ultimate purpose, to 
$35,000, which would be a considerable amount of revenue that would 


escaping taxation, 
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I have before me the donations made all on the same day, October 
19, 1950, to the Republican Ohio Finance Committee, by Mrs. Mabel 
ae Myriss, 1608 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa., in the sum of 
$2,500; J. Howard Pew, 1608 W alnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa., $2,500 ; 
7. N. Pew, Jr., 1608 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa., $2,500; Miss 
Mary Ethel Pew, 1608 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa., $2,500. 

On August 18, all made on the same day, we have a contribution 
by Frank D. Stranahan, Dixie Highway, Perrysburg . Ohio, of $3,000: 
Mrs. Marie C. Stranahan, Dixie Highway, Perrysburg, Ohio, $3,000 ; 
Page E. Stranahan, R. D. No. 3, Box 263, West Central Avenue, 
Toledo, Ohio, $3,000; Robert A. Stranahan, R. D. No. 2, Box 26D, 
West Central Avenue, Toledo, Ohio, $3,000. 

There you have $12,000 in donations from one family. 

Senator Gitierre. For the purpose of clarifying the record, Sen 
ator, the list that you have read of contributions, especially from the 
Pew family in Pennsylvania, were contributions made to whom ¢ 

Senator Monroney. To the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, 
according to their returns. 

Those were all made on the same date. 

The question arises whether there was any intertransfer of funds. 
On May 15, 1950, we have three donations by the Timken family: 
Mr. John W. Timken, 606 Montauk Avenue, New London, Conn.. 
$3,000; Mr. H. H. Timken, Jr.. Four Winds Farms, R. D. No. 1, Can- 
ton, Ohio, $3,000; Mr. W. Robert Timken, 1428 Market Avenue, North, 
Canton, Ohio, $3,000. 

There you have $9,000 from another family. 

It seems to me that this revenue might be important enough not to 
be completely overlooked and also, its effects on the other legislation 
of the Federal Government which does limit the contributions to 
$5,000 for any political candidate or party. 

Mr. SucarMaNn. Senator, if I may say, at that point, you appre- 
ciate we are in no position here to discuss particular cases in this public 
hearing, but I would also like to add that I do not know, at this point, 
whether there has been loss of revenue involved in these or other cases. 
It would be a matter of checking the particular cases and seeing 
whether returns were filed. 

Senator Monroney. But these income-tax returns would be avail- 
able to the committee staff if we desire to pursue this further. 

Senator Gitterre. That is true. 

Senator Monroney. There has never been a test case made on the 
matter of a political donation, has there ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Senator, in connection with the question of the extent 
of the investigation the Bureau should make for the purpose of de 
termining whether the gift came from one individual or members of 
his family, would it not be very material whether or not the members 
of the family were extremely wealthy, perhaps, as wealthy as the 
parents and could make such gifts? 

Senator Hennings mentioned the du Pont family. We may find 
gifts made there by the father, the wife, the son, and the daughter, 
all ver y wealthy. If we see separate returns coming in, it wouldn't 
he very likely that we would investigate; however, if we should find 
a gift made by a father and then a cift to the same political organiza- 
tion by a son 10 or 12 years old, then we would look into it and prob- 
ably decide that that gift was made by the father, also. 
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Senator Monronry. But, in your examinations, searching as they 
are, it would not stand to reason that you would be ¢ ompletely ob liv. 
ious to the fact that the head of the family might have evidenced such 
interest as to transfer various funds so as the ev idence shows Mr. Eaton 
did, among his family and his employees for the ultimate purpose. 

Mr. Kennepy. If we had suspicion at all, we would take the position 
that that took place and make them prove the contrary. We have 
done that. 

Senator Monroney. So it would be possible, even if given by various 
members of the family and if the Internal Revenue felt there was sus 
picions to feel that this was actu: lly a gift given by one person, given 
through various devices, to more closely inspect the bank accounts 
or the books of the various members of the family to determine 
whether, in fact, it was a free-will gift from one minor member of the 

family who had income of his own or whether the gift originated in a 
a transfer of funds. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is right. 

Senator Hennrnes. That would be something like the family trans- 
fer cases that we had so much trouble with some years ago, the family 
partnerships. It depended upon what the facts were, whether a man 
was an actual partner with his wife or son. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Lusthaus case. 

That has been pretty well done away with. 

Senator Henninos. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. In any event, in any case, where there is a gift 
over $3,000 by the head of the family or the individual, they must 
make a return of the gift tax? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. This thing happened to interest our commit- 
tee during our investigation of the campaign in Ohio because in so 
man cases these families that were giving $12,000 gave it in sums of 

$3,000 and we inquired into that on the k: ast day of the hearing and we 
noticed that they arrived at the sum of $3,000, but by using the device 
of $3,000 each. Finally, with the great help of the Republicans who 
were testifying, they confided to us that their attorneys did doubt 
whether or not the sums above $3,000 would not come under the gift 
tax, but I am correct in assuming, from your testimony that, regard- 
less of whether it is $2,500 amounts that they arrived at the $12,000 

larger donations, the ultimate purpose of which the donation is 

ade is of concern to the Internal Revenue Department. 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. And would not the circumstances of these 
unounts, given on the same day by four members of the family 
arouse a spirit of inquiry, perhaps, at least on the part of the Internal 
Revenue Bureau / 

Mr. Lewis. I think it might indicate that there was agreement at 
least as to the gifts based on the fact that they were made on the 
same day. 

Senator Gittetre. All right, counsel. 

Mr. Moore. It is possible, Mr. Lewis, to explain, briefly to the com 
nittee, the meaning of net gift and the necessity for going back to 

952 In your computation of net gift for the purposes of determining 
the amount of taxation that is payable ¢ 


21644—52 
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Mr. Lewis. Well, the net gift is the amount given normally. It 
means the gross amount less “the exclusion and whatever exemption 

may apply against it, if you have any application as to that particular 
year. 

Mr. Moore. Suppose we take a concrete case of a contribution of 
a gift of $25,000 in 1951 to the Ford Foundation. If the donor of that 
particular contribution has made gifts in prior calendar years, is it not 
a fact that those prior donations must be taken into account in de- 
termining his tax for calendar year 1951? 

Mr. Lewis. That is correct. 

Mr. Moore. Taking your example, suppose you have a net of $25, 
000 for 1951 and maybe $20,000 for prior years, you would add those 
two together. They would be your total. 

So you would have a total of gifts of $45,000 to consider. 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Even though in one calendar year the total contribu 
tion was $25,000. 

Mr. Lewis. Correct. 

Mr. Moore. You have to go back and pick up everything since 1932 / 

Mr. Lewis. That is right. 

Of course, you understand, the tax is then computed on the $45,000 
at the 1951 rate and you compute the tax on the $20,000 at the 1951 
rate and give the donor credit for the prior gifts, so he is only taxed 
on the gifts in 1951. 

Mr. Moore. I am glad you brought that out. 

I have no further questions on the gift-tax aspects. 

Senator Gitterre. Any further questions from members of the 
subcommittee ¢ 

Mr. Moorr. Senator Monroney does have some questions based on 
income-tax deductions in other matters. 

Senator Monronry. When we finish on this gift tax matter, I would 
like to go into that. 

Senator Gitterre. Are there any further questions on the gift-tax 
aspect ¢ 

All right, Senator Monroney, did you want to interrogate the wit- 
ness on that ? 

Senator Monroney. The other question I was interested in—I pre- 
sume you are qualified to explain it—I certainly favor, and I believe 
everv Member of the Senate does, the deductibility of all legitimate 
advertising. The purpose of the deduction in a business’ or individ 
ual’s return for iets is to get more business and get more in 
come. We cannot, of course, put ourselves in the position of censors 
of the type of copy or radio shows or television shows they run, and I 
do not want to get into that field, of claiming that a certain ad was 
not for the purpose of getting more business, and is not productive of 
getting more business. I do not want to get into that. 

I am discussing now, a charge against a corporation which perhaps 
joined with other corporations, as in Ohio, where there were 269 
corporations who sponsored a series of State-wide ads dedicated to 

alleged constitutional government in various phases as seen through 
the eves of that individual copy writer and the sponsors of the ad 
vertising, perhaps. But in no event, was the name of the sponsor 
carried in the ad, although there were only 269, it could have taken 
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up a small amount of agate type at least to identify themselves with 
the ads. 

Since there was no mention whatsoever of the sponsoring corpora- 
tion of these advertisements and they totaled $77,000, would, in your 
opinion, that be a profit deductible item as a business expense / 

Mr. SuGarRMan. Senator, that is a question, frankly, that I do not 
think I could answer at this point without getting the details as to 

the particular cases and how the matter was treated on their tax 
returns. 

You previously stated our general policy in these matters and that 
is that we are attempting to administer a statute which allows a 
deduction for all ordinary, necessary business expenses and, of course, 
that includes the ordinary, necessary advertising expenses. We steer 
clear of attempting to be any kind of a censor of the copy of that ad- 
vertising. You frequently run into these difficult cases which are 
classified as institutional advertising. I am not acquainted, per- 
sonally, with the cases, such as you described. 

(Advertisement displayed to witness. ) 

Mr. SuGarman. This is the first occasion I have had of seeing an 
ulvertisement, or what purports to be an advertisement, without the 
name of the advertiser. I presume this committee, if it desires, can, 
through its authority to inspect the returns, obtain the returns of 
the contributors or corporations that contributed to this particular 
advertisement and determine how the matter was handled in the re- 
turns, and determine what we have been doing about it. 

I might point out that you are concerned here with lg year 1950. 
The returns for 1950, of course, generally were filed in March 1951, 
or in the case of fiscal-year corporations, at a later date. Usually a 
period of some 18 months elapses between the time of filing those re- 
turns and our full investigations or completion of an investigation, 
so that it would be difficult at this time, at least in Washington, to 
determine the extent to which an investigation has been made of the 
returns of the various contributors. We can, through our field offices, 
determine the status of the various cases involved in the contributions 
to this type of advertisement and under your authority to inspect re- 
turns vou may obtain the information with respect to those particular 

CUTTS. 

Senator GitLerre. May the chairman interpolate at that point, that 
hen these gentlemen were called it was with the understanding that 

ey were not expected to testify with reference to particular mat- 
ters, particular questions that had not been called to their attention, 
but. as I understand the line of the Senator’s inquiry, it is that, if 

itters of this kind are brought to their attention, which have been 
developed through the work of the committee here, the subcommittee, 
that you will make an investigation of these cases that we bring to 
our attention. 

Mr. Sugarman. Yes, sil 

Mr. Moorr. Perhaps the ae should indicate that counsel hand- 

to Mr. Sugarman a copy of an advertisement which appeared 1 
the Cincinnati [Inquirer under si date of Sunday, October 29, 1950, 
bearing the caption: “The pioneer spirit still moves America.” 

This was a sample of the so-called free-enterprise series of ad el 

ements, a subject which has been more fully developed in the hear- 
ngs in the Ohio investigation. 





528 INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


Senator Monroney. I would also like the record to clearly show 
that I believe it is the intention of every member of the committee to 
not question, in any respect, any advertising copy or program of any 
nature in which the advertiser identifies himself with that advertise- 
ment. We are now discussing strictly the value and the legitimacy 
of deductibility of that advertising cost where no firm name or indi- 
vidual name is mentioned in any way whatsoever in connection with 
the advertisement. In this particular case it was so misleading that 
the fact that it was sponsored by 269 corporations did not even appear. 
It says, and I would like to quote: 

This is one of a series of important messages brought to the public’s atten- 
tion by patriotic, public-spirited individuals and organizations. 

Two hundred and sixty-nine corporations were conveniently over- 
oe in the identification of the sponsorship. Only public-spirited 
individuals and organizations were mentioned as sponsors. 

Senator Gruerre. I am sure the Senator correctly stated the posi 
tion and purpose of the members of the committee except in one par- 
ticular, that I think was not clearly brought out. We are interested 
in advertisements that have carried the name of a sponsor when it has 
become evident or suggested that the sponsorship is spurious and a 
fake organization, although it carries on its face the name of a spon- 
sor that is not actually a sponsor. 

Senator Monroney. For the further amplification of the record, | 
believe I can speak for the unanimous opinion of the committee that 
we do not care at all if these advertisements are run by individuals or 
corporations and not deductible as claimed. That is not our business. 
If they wish to pay for it themselves and not make Uncle Sam pay 50 
percent of the ads by a deductible claim in their income tax, I think 
the committee would agree with that. 

Senator Gittetre. That is definitely clear. 

Mr. Moore. I wonder if I can ask one more further question on that. 
Is it a fact, Mr. Sugarman, that deductions could be made for adver 
tisements of this kind only under the category of business expenses 
generally ¢ 

Mr. SuGarMan. It would have to come under the provision of sec 
tion 23 (a) of the Internal Revenue Code as an ordinary and necessary 
business expense. 

Senator Guterre. Thank you, gentlemen, very sincerely, for your 
courtesy in coming up here to assist us. 

sefore the committee goes into executive session, I want to have 
the record show that present at this session during all the hearings 
were Senators Monroney, Hennings, and the chairman, that Senator 
Hendrickson is a member of the committee, and he advised the chair- 
man that he would be out of town and would be unable to be here, 
but Mr. Joseph W. Levy has been present this morning on his behalf 

Senator Welker, also a member of the subcommittee, was out of 
town and was unable to be here, but he has sent Mr. Jensen here, who 
has been present throughout the hearing as his personal representa- 
tive. 

Mr. Moors. There is just one further thing. I would like the rec- 
ord to indicate that I am handing to the reporter at this time a de 
scription of the documentary evidence to which I referred to earlier, 
which the chairman said would be incorporated in the record. 

Senator Gitterre. Yes. 
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Senator Monronry. I wish to thank the witnesses who appeared 
here today, for their cooperation and help. 

Mr. Sugarman. Thank you. 

Senator Gitterre. The committee will rise and recess pending the 
investigation by the counsel to the claim for postponement of the 
witness that had been subpenaed to appear, and they will be called 
by the chairman when a time is fixed. 

The chairman would like to meet the members of the committee in 
executive session after the committee has risen, in my office. 

The committee is now in recess. 

(Whereupon, at 11:40 a. m., the committee recessed to reconvene 
at the call of the chairman.) 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 6, 1952 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS OF THE 
Senate CoMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, PG. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:10 a. m., in room 
318, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. Senator Guy M. 
Gillette (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Gillette, Monroney, Hennings, Hendrickson, and 
Welker. 

Also present : John P. Moore, chief counsel; Grace E. Johnson, chief 
clerk. 

Senator Giruuerre. The subcommittee will come to order. 

The subcommittee meets today on call of the Chair under instruc 
tions from the subcommittee to take some additional testimony in 
connection with the investigation that the subcommittee has made 
in the past pertaining to the senatorial election in the State of Ohio, 
the 1950 election. 

Mr. Cy rus Eaton has been asked to appear as a witness today, and 
he is in the room. 

If you have an attorney you wish to have sit with you, it is per- 
fectly agreeable to us. 

Mr. Eaton, you may do just as you wish. 

Mr. Eaton, under the rules in connection with the investigations 
that we have made, the subcommittee has ordered that all witnesses 
be sworn and, if you will stand and raise your right hand, we will 
do so. 

Do you solemnly swear the evidence that you shall give this sub 
ommittee in the matters now before it shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Earon. I do. 

Senator Giutetrr. The other members of the subcommittee are de- 
laved, and I do not. want to proceed with the interrogation until more 
of them are here, but I want to dispose of these preliminaries. 

Doing these preliminaries now will conserve your time and save 
our time. 

What is your name? 
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TESTIMONY OF CYRUS S. EATON, ACCOMPANIED BY RAY T. MILLER, 
ATTORNEY 


Mr. Eaton. Cyrus Eaton. 

Senator Gitterre. And your residence, Mr. Eaton? 

Mr. Eaton. Northfield, Ohio. 

Senator Guerre. And what is your business ? 

Mr. Eaton. I am associated with industry in the Middle West and 
in Canada. Iam associated with the C hesapeake & Ohio Railroad, the 
Sherwin-Williams Co., the Cleveland Cliffs Iron Co., the Steep Rock 
Iron Mines, fF -ortsmouth Steel. 

Senator Gittetre. We will just delay briefly until some of the mem- 
bers of the subcommittee show up. 

(Recess. ) 

Senator Griterre. The subcommittee will resume. For the bene- 
fit of the two Senators who have just come—Senator Hendrickson of 
New Jersey and Senator Hennings of Missouri—the Chair had called 
the subcommittee to order and administered the oath under our rules 
to Mr. Eaton, who is present. Mr. Eaton answered the preliminary 
questions as to his residence and occupation. With him at the table 
is Mr. Miller, his attorney. 

There is a quorum present, and we will proceed. I will turn the 
witness, Mr. Eaton, over to you, Mr. Moore, the committee counsel. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Chairman, at the outset 

Mr. Earon. Mr. Chairman, before we start the formal proceedings, 
I would just like to express my appreciation to the committee for their 
courtesy in permitting me to defer my visit until today. When you 
last called me, I was all ready to come down. I developed a very 
severe condition in my arm and shoulder and my physician said, “We 
will not let you go.’ 

I said, “I am sure going to go.’ 

They said, “You mustn't do it.’ 

You very courteously allowed me to come later. 

At an earlier time—in November and December—when your hear 
ings were beginning, I was in Canada, and I should just like to s: 
that I was there for strictly business reasons. We have daveloped 
and operate one of the largest iron-ore mines on the continent in Can- 
ada and in this time, when iron ore is scarce, we are busy opening "P 
another five or six mines. One of my sons spends all of his time it 
Canada and the other—Cyrus, Jr.—spends a good share of it <lon 
with me. So we were both there for strictly business reasons. We 
are there of necessity a great deal of the time. It happened that that 
was what occurred when your hearings began down sms 

Senator Gitterre. We are glad to have the statement, Mr. Eaton. 
The committee always tries to be as reasonable as it can in taking into 
consideration the conditions of the witnesses on whom process has bee! 
served. Weare also very glad that the state of your health permits 
you to come today. 

All right, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Eaton, you are aware, are you not, that the subpen: 
served upon you onor about January 31 of 1952 required you to 
produce— 





any and all documents, records, checks, bank accounts, deposit slips, letters 
memoranda, printed matter, and other papers relative to your contributions, 
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directly and indirectly, to Labor’s Nonpartisan League, United Mine Workers of 
America, or to any other committee or committees in the Ohio election campaign 
for Joseph T. Ferguson. 

You recall that, do you not ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. In response to that subpena, you have provided the sub- 
committee with two documents, one being a copy of the communica- 
tion from the Board of Elections, from Cuyahoga County, Cleveland, 
Ohio, dated January 6, 1952, concerning the applicable provisions of 
the Ohio General Code relating to contributions to political commit- 
tees, and, secondly, a copy of a letter from you to Mr. Rh. C. Owens, 
dated October 8, 1950, in which you state that you are contributing to 
the educational campaign in the amount of $5,000; is that correct 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. Will you please explain to the subcommittee, Mr. Eaton, 
the reasons why you have not produced this morning nor heretofore 
the documents of the nature described in the subpena in the language 

hich I quoted a moment ago? 

Mr. Earon. I have no such documents. 

Mr. Moore. You have no canceled checks in your possessi 

Mr. Earon. No. 

Mr. Moors. You have no bank records of any kind ¢ 

Vir. KATON. No. l have a record which | have compiled and which 
I have just been handed. 

Mr. Moore. Mr. Eaton, is it your testimony that vou have not these 
documents with you? What | mean is: Do you not have these docu- 

ents somewhere subject to your control ¢ 

Mr. Karon. No. The incidents about which you are inquiring o 
curred some time back and, when my personal matters were under 
The care of Mr. Fowler, who retired about 6 months avo because of 
age and ill health, antl he has not apparently preserved anything that 
1 rtains to this matter. 

Mr. Moorr. You say, Mr. Eaton, that he has not apparently pre 
served any of this material. Have you communicated with him in 

at connection / 

Mr. Karon. Yes, sir. He is in Canada now. He is a man 75 years 
old, but he hasn’t any records or documents of any character. 

Mr. Moore. Well, is it vour testimony, sir, that you permitted your 

retary to leave the United States and go to Canada without giving 

i any information as to the whereabouts of your own private docu 

ents and records ? 

Mr. Eaton. No; that is a very misleading statement to make. 

Mr. Moorr. That is not the case, but that is the impression I am 
afraid you leave with the subcommittee. 

Mr. Earon. Six months ago he retired at the age of 73. For 35 

u's he had been in charge of my personal matters. 

Mr. Moore. At the time that he left. can vou state 1 point ot 

en he left your employ ¢ 

Mr. Earon. In September, I think. 

Mr. Moore. About September of last year’ 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Mr. Moorr. And the transactions involved here occurred in the year 

950; isn’t that so? 

Mr. Earon. Yes. 
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Mr. Moore. And you have no records for your own personal use, 
any records pertaining to the year 1950? 

Mr. Eaton. Oh, yes, but not pertaining to these contributions that 
you are concerned with. I have here a list. 

Mr. Moors. Yes, we have that list, too, Mr. Eaton. 

Mr. Eaton. It is a list of contributions, and I take it that is what 
you want to know about. That list is available to the committee. It 
shows those to whom I arranged to contribute as my nominees. 

Mr. Moone. Is this true, that you do not have any cancelled checks 
in your possession : 

Mr. Earon. That is right. 

Mr. Moorg. That you do not have any bank accounts in your posses- 
sion related to this? 

Mr. Eaton. No, nothing that throws any light on this matter. 

Mr. Moore. No deposit slips? 

Mr. Eaton. No. 

Mr. Moore. No letters other than the ones which I have identified 
as your letter of October 3, 1950? 

Mr. Eaton. That is correct. 

Mr. Moorr. No memoranda? Is that so? 

Mr. Eaton. I have this memorandum that shows the names of those 
who, as my nominees, in some instances made contributions. 

Mr. Moore. Was that memorandum prepared by you, Mr. Eaton ? 

Mr. Eaton. Prepared by me, yes. 

Mr. Moore. Was it prepared recently? In connection with your 
appearance here this morning ¢ 

Mr. Earon. Yes, just prepared. 

Mr. Moore. But the point is: You have no memoranda, no papers 


during the period in question here, the year 1950, the months of Oc- 
tober and November, when your contributions were made to this or- 


ganization. Is that your testimony ? 

Mr. Earon. Nothing except what I have given you. 

Senator Hennrnes. I do not know whether counsel is going to get 
to this or not. For fear we might go along without reaching it, from 
what was that memorandum prepared, Mr. Eaton? 

Mr. Earon. That was prepared from consultation with various 
people who were contributors, and it was prepared after consulting 
the testimony made here by Mr. Owens, to see that they checked up. 

Senator Hrennenes. In other words, Mr. Eaton, that memorandum 
was prepared from testimony given before this committee. 

Mr. Earon. In part and in part from consultation with those who 
were my nominees as contributors to the Nonpartisan League. 

Senator Hennines. And who were the people with whom you con- 
sulted before you prepared the memorandum which you have here 
today ¢ 

Mr. Exron. IT consulted with myself, Colonel Smyth, Mr. Kaiser 
and my son. 

Senator Hennings. You consulted with Mr. Miller, Mr. Fowler, 
your son, Mr, L. G. Smyth? 

Mr. Earon. No. There are two names. One is Smyth and one 
is Smith. 

Senator Hrenninos. That is Harry Smith and there is also an L. 
G. Smyth. You consulted with them ? 








6 








is Smith. 





you! 
Mr. Earon. Yes. 









office did, maybe my son or someone else. 





ing to John A. Kruse? 






you he had consulted with Mr. Kruse, did he? 







accurate. 





ral ? 
Mr. EATON. Yes. 
Senator Hennines. You individually did that, sir? 
Mr. EATON. Yes, I did. 







dum was fairly accurate ? 

Mr. Eaton. I did. 

Senator Henninos. Would you say that you are satisfied 
ompletely accurate ¢ 

Mr. EATON. ] would, SsIr, yes. 








Mr. Eaton. This is, ves, sir. 






December 1, 1951, before this subcommittee ? 
Mr. Earon. That is right. 
Senator Hennineas. Is that correct ? 
Mr. Earon. Yes. sir. 







iere any records may be to support this memorandum ¢ 
Mr. Eavron. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. No bank records, no book records? 
Mr. Eaton. That is correct. 







ipon the recollection of those with whom you consulted 2 
Mr. Earon. That is right, sir. 
Senator Hennines. And your consultation with them, 






December—is that right, Mr. Eaton ? 
Mr. Earon. That is right, sir. 







before this committee in December. 





tf the Nonpartisan League. 
Senator HENNINGs. Yes, I meant Mr. Owens, excuse me. 
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Mr. Eaton. I think that is wrong. It is Harry Smyth and the other 


Senator Hennings. And you consulted with Glen R. Miller, did 
Senator Henninos. And you consulted with John A. Kruse? 

Mr. Earon. I didn’t consult with him, but I think someone in my 
Senator Hennrnos. Is there anything in that memorandum relat- 


Mr. Earon. Yes. This has a $2,500 contribution from Kruse. 
Senator Henninos. So after consulting with your son, 


he told 


Mr. Ea‘ron. I am not sure whether he did or one of his associates 
did. Someone checked these up to be fairly sure that they are all 


Senator Hennines. Yes, sir. Did you consult with Dorothy Wok- 


Senator Henninos. Who was it that ascertained that the memoran- 


that it is 


Senator Hennings. That memorandum is in your handwriting $ 


Senator Hennines. You consulted with no others than those whose 
umes appear in the testimony which you said you have read on 


Senator Hennings. And you have no records and you know not 


Senator Hennings. No writing whatever? It is entirely based 


as well as 
your reading of the transcript or a copy of the transcript, which I 
ike it you also have, of the hearings before this subcommittee in 


Senator Hennines. In other words, what you did was verify from 
the best recollection of others and testimony which Mr. Moore gave 


Mr. Earon. Mr. Moore and the members of the staff and Mr. Owens 
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Thank you, Mr. Moore. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question ? 

Senator Grutetrr. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Eaton, you used the term or phrase 
“my nominees.” What did you mean by that? I wanted it clear i) 
my own mind. 

Mr. Eaton. The contributions made, other than those made by m) 
self and my son, were made by men who were my nominees and who 
made contributions, you may say, on my behalf in their names. 

Senator HENDRICKSON. You didn’t mean by the use of that term 
“nominees” for public office ? 

Mr. Eaton. No, no, sir, no. 

Senator Hennrnes. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid I don’t understand 
what he means. Of course, as you explained, you do not mean nom 
inees for public office. What do you mean by nominees who made 
contributions in your name? Is that a euphemism, as it were, fo 
people who make contributions of your money under their names’ 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrnes. That is what you really mean, isn’t it, M: 
Eaton ? 

Mr. Eaton. That is mght. 

Senator Grterre. If you desired to make contributions yourself, 
why didn’t you make them yourself? Why was it necessary to nomi 
nate somebody to make them for you? 

Mr. Eaton. It is a long established custom in Ohio to do it that 
way and in this instance it seemed to me desirable to have the cont: 
butions made in the names of others rather than to do it directly 
my own name. 

Senator Griuerrr. You say it is a long established custom in Ohi 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Guerre. From where did you receive that informatio. 
From records that have been filed in the past? Or your own personal 
knowledge of contributions of this kind ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. It is from having lived there for 50 years and having 
observed the political scene. It has been so in my own case. I think 
in that of a number of others, it has been also true. If one does not 
desire to advertise himself as a donor, he perhaps asks someone els: 
to accept the honor of making it. 

Senator GitteTre. You are following this policy, then, and it w 
not in conformity to a custom, it was for the purpose that you had 
of not wishing to appear as a contributor in these large amounts. 
that it? Was that your purpose ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. I think that is probably a fair statement, 
ator. It seemed to me to be in keeping with the customary mann 
of doing it, and I preferred that others get some of the credit. 

Senator Gititetre. Let me ask you this: specific question, Mr. Eato1 
Was this for the purpose of avoiding some limitation that the law 
places on the amount that can be contributed, or was it for the pu 
pose of your desire to not appear as a contributor ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir; absolutely no limitation in the law on thi 
amount one can contribute to a local Ohio organization in an electio! 
so that phase of it was not a factor at all. It was simply that 
thought it desirable to have these contributions made in other names 

Senator Giiterre. It appeared to you desirable that you not appeat 
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as a contributor or that these other men appear as contributors? Is 
(hat what appeared desirable to you ? 

Mr. Eaton. Well 

Senator GitteTTe. Did you want them to have credit and have their 

ames appear, or were you trying to avoid publicity as to your 
ontribution ¢ 

Mr. Earon. I wasn’t particularly trying to avoid publicity because 

had not assumed it would be the subject of any widespread public 

but I thought it might be desirable to have these other people be 
pe arn in some instances for their own sake, but quite frankly, 
| thought it might make me the recipient of a good many invitations 
to contribute in the future if I were known as being too generous 
here. so 1 thought, from the standpoint of my own convenience, that 
+o divide the honors would be desirable. 

Senator Gitterre. And these contributions to which you have 
alluded were not contributions in whose names they appeared, but 
they were actual contributions by you 4 

Mr. Eavon. Except in the case of my son and myself. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Eaton, what was your interest in the out- 
come, or the nature of your interest in the outcome of the senatorial 
election in Ohio? Was it because you are a convinced Democrat 
and believed in the principles enunciated by the Democratic candi- 
date, his campaign program ? 

Mr. Eaton. There were a good many things that appeared to enter 
in that. If I am not boring you, I will take a moment for it- 

| have for a long time been trying to promote better relationships 

etween capital and labor. I had felt there had been unnecessary 
bitterness and wrangling. I felt those that called themselves capit: ul- 
sts and those that called themselves labor ought, if possible, to work 

‘l sae rship, and I think we have to bring that about if we are 

preserve what we call free enterprise and the capitalistic system. 
For years I have bee trying to persuade what I may call my fellow 
capitalists to try and sit around the table with labor, and I have felt at 

mes that le gisl: ition on the national scale has sometimes been enacted 
der stress and emotion and sometimes it has gone too far as against 

he eacalia’ and sometimes maybe it has borne down upon labor, that 
would all be better off, those of us who are trying to contribute to 
capitalistic system by working with our hands or ¢ ee Ing our 
oney, if we were working together. A few years ago the U1 iversity 
of Chicago Law School asked me to write my vie ws on the nals 3 

id. Itisentitled: *A Capitalist Looks at Labor.” In that I scolded 
i bit my fellow capitalists for calling labor names, calling labor leaders 

ames, coming down to Washington and asking for legislation to re- 

iin labor, that we would be better off if we were working together. 

lo my surprise, the story was somewhat of a sensation. There were 

20 million copies of it printed and circulated among the farmers and 

boring people of this country. I was especially interested in coal. 
Coal is one of the great industries of Ohio and, just speaking of the 

Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad, that railroad makes its living out of 

arrying the coal. We serve the coal bins of America, carrying the 

| from Ohio, West Virginia, Kentucky, Virginia, the shipment up 

the Lakes via water or se nding it down to Ne wport News and up to 


Vew York « * Boston or abroad. L have felt that mv duty was 
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express confidence in labor at every opportunity I had, and I was 
going to do it. 

Senator HenninGs. Then in that case you were in favor of the repea! 
of the Taft-Hartley Act, for example, were you! 

Mr. Eaton. I frankly think that that was an act—— 

Senator Hennines. That was an issue in the Ohio election; was it 
not? 

Mr. Eaton. Maybe passed under pressure. I hated to see it done 
at the time it was done in the way it was done in the controversial 
way. In Ohio that wasa great issue. I felt my place was on the side 
of the laboring man in my own interest as a capitalist because, if the 

capitalistic system is going to go on—I have a great time sometimes 
with my fellow directors at a railroad board where they want to fight 
the brotherhoods. I will say, “We are together on this board and 
there are 14 of us directors and we employ 60,000 people. The votes 
of our 12 directors are not going to amount to much in an election, but 
the votes of those 60,000 people who work for us is of great importance. 
Why don’t we, instead of denouncing our labor leaders here at this 
meeting, go out to the roundshops and the rights-of-way and the 

cabooses and know these fellows who are on the fir ing line? ‘They are 
our partners.” i 

I don’t mean by this that Jabor doesn’t have any short-comings. 
None of us are perfect. But I have felt that here was an issue where 
it became the symbol of capitalism versus labor. 

It is true in Ohio most of my fellow directors, various corporations 
in which I am interested, were on the other side. They felt I was 
misled. 

Senator Hrennines. Mr. Eaton, may I ask vou, sir, excuse me, did 
you make a contribution to the Republican Party or the Republican 

candidate in this campaign ‘ 

Mr. Earon. No, no sir. 

Senator Hennincs. What is your connection with Otis & Co.? 

Mr. Eaton. | am not connected with Otis & Co. except as a stock- 
holder. I have never been a director or officer of Otis & Co. or any- 
thing to do with its management. 

Senator Hennrnos. You are a substantial stockholder in Otis & Co.? 

Mr. Eaton. I am one of the substantial stockholders; yes, sir. 

Senator Hennienes. Did you have anything to do with the organ- 
ization of Otis & Co. ? 

Mr. Eaton. No. 

Senator Hennines. Do you know whether at the time of the Ohio 
campaign, or the campaign in the year 1950, Otis & Co. had any mat 
ters pending before any of the boards and bureaus and departments or 
courts of the Federal Government ? 

Mr. Eaton. In 1950? Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Yes, sir. And what were these controversial 
matters? 

Mr. Eaton. Otis & Co. was engaged in a great controversy—first 
of all, Otis & Co. is located in Cleveland. It has endeavored to estab- 
lish independent financial facilities, quite independent of New York. 

Senator Hennings. Related to the bidding on certain stock issues, 
open bidding ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Was that before the SEC? 
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Mr. Earon. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Was there also an action, as I recall it, pending 
before the Antitrust Division of the Department of Justice ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes,sir. The Department of Justice brought an action 
against 17 of the leading New York underwriting houses, charging 
that. they are endeavoring to establish a monopoly in underwriting. 
Among those 17 are some of the finest people in America, but I think 
they are wrong on trying to concentrate in one spot the control of 
credit. I think that credit ought to be as abundant in Missouri or in 
Idaho or in Lowa as it is in New York, but geographically, distance is 
something that you cannot overcome. If all of the fellows who can 
furnish your company with money are located in one spot in a nation 

f this size, those who are not there are going to suffer. 

Otis has been carrying on a campaign for years to promote com- 
petition in finance and that has brought Otis and the people in con- 
nection with it in conflict with very powerful people. 

Senator Hennines. Of course, Otis is a member of the New York 
Stock Exchange ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. No. 

Senator HeNNiNGs. Just the Cleveland Stock Exchange ? 

Mr. Eaton. They are not members of any stock exchange. ‘They are 
an underwriting and distributing house. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Eaton, what percentage of the stock of 
Otis & Co. do you hold ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. Fourteen percent. 

Senator Henninos. Either in your hame or over W hich you exercise 
control ? 

Mr. Earon. My family, children, have more. I think they run up 
to maybe—— 

Senator Hennines. What is the total held by you, your family or 
your associates / 

Mr. Eaton. It would be around 50 percent. 

Senator Hennines. A little more than 50 percent ? 

Mr. Karon. I think just a little above. 

Senator HenninGs. You have control, in other words ¢ 

Mr. Earon. The family and I together might be said technically to 
have, but we have never exercised control or influence. 

Senator Henninas. But you are in a posture to exercise control ; 
are you not ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. I wouldn't say that that would be true. None of my 
family have ever been oflicers or directors, 

Senator Hennines. Did the fact that there were matters pending 
before the SEC and before the Antitrust Division of the Department 
f Justice relating to Otis & Co. over which you and your family exer- 
cised—and your associates—control have anything to do with this con- 
tribution that you made to the Ohio campaign ? 

Mr. Eaton. Not the slightest, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Not the slightest ? 

Mr. Earon. That is right. 

Senator Hennines. Your interest was solely the election of the 
Democratic candidate ¢ 

Mr. Earon. That is right, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Gitierre. Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Taft, who was the opponent of the 
Democratic candidate, had never openly participated in the so-called 
contest or fight between Otis & Co. and Wall Street ? 

Mr. Eaton. Originally, Senator Taft represented a group of Wall 
Street houses. 

Senator Monronry. That was while in private life? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes; of course, his firm still enjoys that, of which, I 
assume, he is still a partner. 

Senator Monroney. Did you consider them in the campaign neces- 
sarily on the opposite side from Otis & Co. in this contest between 
yourself, your company, and Wall Street ¢ 

Mr. Earon. He, quite frankly and honestly, believes and has told 
me so himself, rR he thinks that the present system of centering 
financial control in New York is wise, that there are people there who 
are experienced and, if he had financing to do, he would go there. He 
thinks it is a waste of time for an Ohio house or Midwest house to set 
itself up to compete with these firms that for so many years had such 
great influence and have had such distinguished records. 

Senator Monronry. You considered him in favor of the exclusive 
control in Wall Street rather than the cross-country spread of credit 
facilities, such as you have described that Otis advocated ? 

Mr. Earon. Distinctly so. 

Senator Monroney. That may have been one of the motivating 
interests in your case beyond that of your loyalty to labor’s cause in 
the campaign / 

Mr. Earon. That probably was a factor. 

Senator Monroney. It wouldn’t be the exclusive factor, but it could 
have been a contributing factor to your opposition to what Senator 
Taft stood for? 

Mr. Eaton. That is right, sir. 

Senator Monroney. In your discussion of giving this money through 
several different nominees, as you described, that “perhi ups might have 
even been a custom if you were giving to the community fund or the 
Red Cross, that you might desire to have others receive credit and 
perhaps your name not to be at the top of the list of huge donors? 

Mr. Earon. That is right. 

Senator MonroneEy. One large donation sets a pattern oftentimes 
for greater demands of equal amounts, and it is a sort of advertising, 
| imagine, when men in your position are not anxious to receive. 

Mr. Earon. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. Since there Was no violation of the law, in 
making a contribution of $5,000 or $35,000, you felt at liberty to give 
it through these various nominees, as you call them? 

Mr. Eaton. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. There was no thought in your mind at the time 

you gave these through various nominees to avoid the liability of the 
eift tax? 

Mr. Earon. No, sir. That is something that never entered into 
my mind. 

Senator Monroney. It hadn’t occurred to you that—it hadn’t oc- 
curred to a great many people, including the Internal Revenue Bu 
reau—these large donations are under the law, in fact, subject to 
the gift tax, and that is one of the principal reasons, I believe, that 
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this committee is concerned with this investigation of these larger 
amounts. We would feel that if it is unlawful to give more than 
$3,000 to your son, then it is a little bit questionable whether you 
can give $35,000 to Joe Ferguson, for example, and avoid the pay 
ment of the gift tax. One of the collateral things that have come 
out of this investigation has been the pointing up of that tax li: bality 
which heretofore has been overlooked. 

Mr. Earon. Yes; I think I ought to point out, Senator, that the 
Non-Partisan League was not devoted to one candidate but to others 
within their discretion. 

Senator Monronry. They were primarily, however, interested in 
the senatorial ¢ ampaign, The testimony before our committee has 
been that was their major effort. 

Mr. EaTon. Yes. 

Senator Monront » $F I belheve Otis & Co. has a large sum of money 
on deposit from the Umted Mine Workers, do they not ? 

Mr. Eaton. Otis & Co. has had accounts with a good many of the 
labor unions 

Senator MONRONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Earon. And United Mine Workers is one of them. 

Senator Monroney. I understand it runs into large sums of money. 

Mr. Earon. At times. 

Senator Monroney. I am not asking you to divulge confidential 
information, but we might say for the purposes of the record that 


it is a large sum of money that the United Mine Workers have on 
deasdatl with Otis & Co. ¢ 


Mr. Earon. At times they have had and at times they haven't. 

Senator MoNRONEY. 
your company ¢ 

Mr. Earon. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. In the bookkeeping of Otis & Co., that interest 
would be credited, under the law, to the account of the United Mine 
Workers if such deposits were on hand ¢ ; 

Mr. Earon. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. It would, therefore, be unlawful under the 
Banking Act for any of this interest money that was earned by the 
United Mine Workers to be used other than as a credit to the de posit; 
is that correct. 4 

Mr. Earon. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. And it would require a check or some credit 
instrument to transfer, say, the sum of $35,000 or so from earned in 
terest on such an account to the purposes for campaigning? It would 
not be proper or it would not be within a law for that money to find 

its way into a political race ¢ 

Mr. Earon. That is right. 

Senator Monronry. And none of this money, the $35,000 in question, 
=30,000 from you and $5,000 from your son, oot into the e: ampalgn in 
that Way / 

Mr. Exron. None of it, no sir. 

Senator Monroney. It was all strictly personal contributions which 
you made out of your pocket and out of your son’s pocket ? 

Mr. Earon. Yes. 

senator MonRONEY. You mentioned A while a igo that it was some 
What customary in Ohio for large givers to divide their contributions 

21644—52 35 


Is interest paid on their deposits that are with 
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up among other men to allow them to receive credit for them or to 
allow the big givers to escape the advertising that sometimes comes 
with large donations. Of course, this is true in both parties, is it not, 
in Ohio? 

Mr. Eaton. Oh, yes. 

Senator Monronry. That the Democratic contributions, if there be 
many, would have a tendency to be split up, maybe two or three of 
such donors, while on the Republican side, it is also the custom for 
such large industrial families as Timken and other groups to divide 
theirs up among omer of their family or other so-called nominees 4 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. I do not know about specific instances at all, but 
I would be sure that it was a. 

Senator Monronry. One of the reasons that we were able to be- 
come interested in the evasion of the gift tax was the fact that the 
Timken family gave through several sources the contributions which 
apparently were one family’s donations, and also the Stranahan 
family. "The Republican finance committee divided these con- 
tributions up in sums of $2,500 or $3,000, and that was the way we 
learned, through the courtesy of the aapenncen finance committee, 
of their legal opinion to their donors that over $3,000 by any one giver 
would be subject to gift tax. So it is rather stand: ird operating pro- 
cedure in Ohio for the splitting up and giving to others of these large 
amounts. 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. You did not file any gift tax return, I believe 
on the $35,000 that you gave? 

Mr. Eaton. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. That was primarily because you did not know 
or hi id not been so advised that it might be subject to a gift tax! 

Mr. Eaton. Well, that had never occurred to me. I have since con- 
sulted counsel and they tell me that there would be no gift tax in this 
instance, but that may be a difference of opinion. 

Senator Monronry. The Internal Revenue Bureau has a different 
view of that since this question has been raised, but it did not have 
that view at the time when we started this. 

Mr. Eaton. If they feel that there should be some income tax and 
they demonstrate that their claim is a legal one, that would promptly 
be honored. 

Senator Monroney. I believe that is all I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Eaton, your total contributions in this 
‘ampaign were $40,000; is that correct ? 

Mr. Eaton. No, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. What was the total contribution? Maybe I 
have added the column incorrectly. 

Mr. Eaton. My contribution was $30,000. 

Senator Henprickson. May I ask ‘this question: Had it not been 
for your connection with Otis & Co., would you have made the same 
contribution ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. My connection with Otis & Co. is an extremely 
modest relationship as compared with my relationship to the iron 
ore and coal and railroad industries. My primary interest here is 
because I am an industrialist. 

Senator Henprickson. I understand that, sir, but you didn’t quite 
answer my question. 
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Mr. Eaton. I want the good will of those who mine the coal and 
run the railroads. 

Senator Henprickson. Would you have made the same contribution 
had you had no connection with Otis & Co. ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you. 

Senator Gittetre. Mr. Eaton, 1 want to ask you two or three ques- 
tions before I turn you over to counsel again. 

You testified here as to certain reasons you had, certain viewpoints 
you had, on public questions, as influencing you in support of one 
candidate or another. Of course, the subcommittee has no quarre] 
with any man as to his decision to support any candidacy. In fact, 
we do not all support the same candidates ourselves. That is the 
exercise of an American prerogative. 

But I have been able to reach a conclusion in my own mind and 
I did not hear this first testimony. I wasn’t present. I was able to 
reach a conclusion as to your reason for splitting up these contribu- 
tions. This list of contributions you have testified were all actually 
your contributions? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir 

Senator Grttetre. You said you didn’t split them up because of 
any restriction on amount of contribution. 

Mr. Eaton. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre. You stated that there were two factors, one 
that it might appear advantageous to the party in whose name a 
contribution was made that they made the contribution, or to avoid 
the lump sum appearing as your contribution. You stated that you 
didn’t split it up for the purposes of avoiding a gift tax. 

Mr. Eaton. That is right. 

Senator Gitterre. That that had not entered your mind. 

Then, is there any reason why you split them up other than your 
statement that it was the custom in Ohio and that you were following 
the custom, and, if there is any other reason, what was it? 

Mr. Earon. I think that you have clearly stated the several reasons. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, now, let’s take out specifically yours and 
your son’s. Here is Dorothy Wokral for $5,000. That was your con- 
tribution, was it ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gmuetre. Did you transfer the money to Miss Wokral? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Senator Gitterre. Give her the actual money / 

Mr. Earon. Yes. 

Senator Gitterre. In currency or by check? 

Mr. Eaton. I am not sure how that was done. 

Senator Giuzerre. You have no record of it, you say ? 

Mr. Earon. No. 

Senator Gitterre. But it was given to her in some way in advance 
of her making the contribution? It wasn’t a reimbursement ? 

Mr. Exron. That is right. 

Senator Giitterre. All right. Here is Robert L. Kaiser, $2,500, 
Was that money advanced to him prior to his contribution, or was it 
a reimbursement ? 
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Mr. Earon. 1 would think that probably in every case, while I am 
not at all familiar with the details of how it was handled, in prac- 
tically every case it was done in advance. 

Senator Gitterre. It was done in advance. That is why I have a 
difficulty in understanding. I haven't handled large sums of money 
in my life, but I cannot understand why you or anyone else is con- 
tributing $2,500, $5,000, to a cause or a candidate through various 
people and have no record whatever of it, of the transaction. That is 
what Iam having difficulty understanding. You have no such record / 

Mr. Eaton. No, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. Are there any other people, other than the list 
that you have given us here, through which you made this contribu 
tion or made contribut ions ¢ 

Mr. Earon. Could I have that question again ? 

Senator Ginterre. Are there any other additional people other than 
this list—and I will read them: Dorothy Wokral, Robert Kaiser, 
Harry Smyth, L. G. Smith, C. 8S. Fowler, Glenn Miller, John Kruse. 

Are there any others through which you made contributions ? 

Mr. Earon. No. 

Senator Gitterre. Well, if you have no record, why are you sure 
that there are no others? 

Mr. Earon. Well, to the best of my recollection and belief, that 
is SO. 

Senator Gitterre. It is based entirely on your recollection ? 

Mr. Earon. Entirely, ves. 

Senator Guerre. You have no record? They have no record. 
There are no bank accounts that you can have access to? You have 
no way of verifying your statement excepting your recollection of 
these sums that you made through these parties / 

Mr. Earon. That is right. 

Senator Guerre. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. Could Lask one more question / 

Senator Gitterre. Yes, of course. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Eaton, are you in any way related to John 
L.. Lewis, in any family relationship ‘ 

Mr. Earon. Mrs. Lewis was a relative of mine. 

Senator Monroney. I had understood there was some family con 
nection. I did not know. 

Mr. Earon. She was a very able and wonderful woman. She was 
one of the great women of America and her death, a few years back, 
was a great sorrow to those who claimed a relationship to her and 
knew something of her great influence for good in America. 

Senator Monroney. [had alw ays heard as much, and I appreciate 
the information. 

Senator Giuterre. Mr. Eaton, since I was just interrogating vou 
the staff has placed in my hands an affidavit that was exec uted by John 
A. Kruse, as follows: 

CLEVELAND, Onto, November 23, 19517. 


On or about October 23, 1950, 1 was asked by Mr. Cyrus S. Eaton to give 
him my check for $2,500 payable to Labor's Nonpartisan League, upon which 
he will reimburse me with a check for an equal amount. | did not immediately 
comply with this request until his secretary, Miss Elizabeth J. Royan, called 
me on the phone and asked me if T had the check ready. [ then wrote a check 
for $2,500 and gave it to Mr. R. L. Hiser [Kaiser], comptroller of Otis & Co. The 
next day, Or aan or 24, 1950, I was reimbursed with a cheek in the amount of $2,500 
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payable to me 





1 deposited this check in the National City Bank of Cleveland, 
Terminal Branch, on October 24, 1950. | have attempted to get a photostatic 
copy of that particular check from the National City Bank, but up to this writ 
ing have not been able to do so. TT am attaching hereto my cancelled check 
payable to Labor’s Nonpartisan League in the amount of $2,500 









That appears attached to this affidavit and was deed October 23, 
1950, and was cashed under the endorsement of R. C. Owens, secre- 
tary-treasurer of the Nonpartisan League. That check was signed 


by Mr. John A. Kruse. 


Going on with the affidavit: 










I have no knowledge whatsoever as to what these funds were specifically 
for. T have no other documents, records, letters, or memoranda in connection 
with the matter. | might add that at that particular time I was a vice presi 

dent and director of Otis & Co., of which Mr. Cyrus S. Eaton was the largest 
stockholder, but did not hold any official Capacity as such. I resigned from Otis 
& Co. on December 31, 1950, and joined the firm of Prescott & Co. as of January 
1, 1951. 










It is signed by John A. Kruse and notarized by M. A. Carlton, 
notary public. 






You have just said to the best of your recollection in every one of 
these cases that there was no reimbursement, that you actually ad 
vanced the money to the contributor. Here is one case in which that 
was not true. This was a reimbursement. 

Mr. Earon. I think you are drawing a pretty fine line there, Sen 
ator. I wouldn't be positive of my own knowledge because I had, in 
most cases, no personal contact. 

Senator Ginterre. I have no desire to be unjust at all. You said 
you testified to the best of your knowledge. 

Mr. Faron. You asked me my recollection, and I wouldn’t think 
that necessarily he would remember a few hours. He may have 
lrawn the check the day before and it may have been held up until 
he got one. IT really do not know. IT woul 1d have no personal know!l- 
edge, hor would there be any record. 

Senator Gitterre., So far as you would state to us, the statements 

i this affidavit may be true / 

Mr. Earon. It may be. But his memory might be out. I don’t 
snow how a man can go back that far and remember a matter of a 
ew hours. I wouldn't be sure of the exact time sequence, 

Senator Henprickson. You are not questioning Mr. Kruse’s mem- 


/ 


ry, are you § 



















Mr. Exron. I woul = want to try to verify it. 
Senator Henprickst . His memory i sapparent 
check, 
Mr. Karon. Yes. As Tsay, whether it was a few hours one way or 
e other, 1 would doubt whether he would be able to reeall that. 
[certainly wouldn't. T don’t think anyone else would who was just 
rving to frankly recall what took place. 
Senator GILLETTE. Then, what would be vou comment as to his 
atement made here that he was reimbursed by a check from the 
mip troller, Mr. R. LL. Kaiser, the comptroller of Otis & Co 
Mr. Earon. That looks to me as if the aflidavit was drawn for a 
urpose. I think he is trving to give it a slant that probably the 
facts would not substantiate. 


I do not know what ts in back of that. 





tly based on a record, 







t} 
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Senator Gitterre. It is your opinion that either immediately be- 
fore or shortly after you paid the actual money to Mr. Kruse and 
not Otis & Co.? 

Mr. Eaton. That is right. 

Senator Giruierre. That is all, Counsel. 

Senator Hrnpricxson. I take it, Mr. Eaton, that these transac- 
tions must have been in cash. Am I right in that? 

Mr. Earon. I cannot be sure, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. In the absence of records, one must assume 
that. 

Mr. Earon. They may have been. 

Senator Giutterre. All right, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moorr. Is it your testimony, then, Mr. Eaton, that you have 
no independent recollection of how the nominees were reimbursed ? 

Mr. Earon. That is right. 

Mr. Moore. And if these affidavits referred to by the chairman 
state in each case that the nominee was reimbursed by check, would 
that serve to refresh your recollection ? 

Mr. Eaton. I wouldn’t be sure on it at all. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have any recollection as to whether, if it was 
a check, it was your own personal check or the Otis & Co. check? 

Mr. Eaton. It would be, I think, my own check. 

Mr. Moore. Your own personal check ? 

Mr. Eaton. I should think so. 

Mr. Moore. Is Mr. Kaiser still in the employ of Otis & Co. ? 

Mr. Eaton. No. I think he is no longer. 

Mr. Moore. Otis & Co. is incorporated, is it not ? 

Mr. Eaton. Pardon me? 

Mr. Moore. Is Otis & Co. a corporation ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. And if the check were made out by Otis & Co., it would 
constitute a violation of the law; is that not so? Are you aware of 
that? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes; I am sure that Otis & Co. had made no contri- 
butions. 

Mr. Moore. And you are quite certain that, if there were checks 
issued to your nominees, they were your own personal checks ? 

Mr. Earon. I wouldn't be sure of that; no. 

Mr. Moore. Would they be the checks of someone else ? 

Mr. Earon. I do not know how it was handed, to tell you the truth. 

Mr. Moorr. Was it a fact that it would have to be handled by your 
own personal check, by a check of Otis & Co. or some other company 
or some other individual; isn’t that so? 

Mr. Earon. Yes; but that isa very wide field. 

Mr. Moore. And you have no independent recollection as to which 
of those possible alternatives were used here ? 

Mr. Eaton. No. 

Mr. Moore. It is your testimony, too, that you have none of your 
own person: al checks for this period for the year 1950 which might 
be examined and your recollection refreshed; is that so? 

Mr. Eaton. That is right. My office moved twice in 1950, in that 
period, and everything that wasn’t necessary to move on one or the 
other movements, was discarded, especially those things that had no 
significance or use, and after the second move was accomplished, Mr. 





INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 547 


Fowler, who had been in charge of my personal things for 35 years, 
was compelled to retire by age ‘and ill health. 

Mr. Moorr. Yes; you mentioned that before. 

Mr. Eaton. So I cannot be sure of how these things were done as 
far as my own knowledge is concerned. 

Mr. Moore. You cannot be sure how they were done and you can- 
not be sure whether you have any records to show whether this was 
your personal check or Otis & Co.’s check or whose check, if it was 
a check ? 

Mr. Eaton. We have no records on that subject. 

Mr. Moore. Would it be your testimony that in all likelihood 
was a check rather than cash that was given to your nominee in each 
case ¢ 

Mr. Earon. I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore. I am not asking you of your own knowledge, but what 
you consider the likelihood to be. 

Mr. Earon. I couldn’t answer that. I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore. In the event, Mr. Eaton, that you were confronted with 
a personal claim which you had to pay by check in the year 1950, would 
you have any way of demonstrating, by producing ‘that check, that 
that claim was without foundation? In other words, would you be 
able to prove payment on a claim against you personally by producing 
the check ? ° 

Mr. Earon. That is a theoretical question on which I wouldn't like 
to speculate at all. 

Mr. Moore. Well, it is your testimony that there are no checks at 
all available for the year 1950, no bank statements of any kind, nothing 
to indicate from month to month what your bank transactions were / 

Mr. Earon. Nothing that has any relation to these matters. 

Mr. Moore. I am not asking at this time as to these particular mat 
ters, but do you have any bank records of that kind available? 

Mr. Eaton. I cannot answer that question. 

Mr. Moore. Can you state for the committee what banks you dealt 
with during the year 1950 where you had your personal banking 
account ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. The Central National Bank of Cleveland and the Cleve 
land Trust Co. mainly. 

Mr. Moore. Do you have any outside of the State of Ohio. any 
checking accounts in any banks? 

Mr. Earon. I cannot be sure. 

Mr. Moore. Is your own company, Otis & Co., subject to any Federal 
banking laws, to your knowledge ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. I don’t know. I never had anything to do with the 
management of Otis & Co. or its affairs, and I cannot answer that 
question. 

Senator Henninas. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitterre. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennincs. Do I understand you to tell this subcommittee 
vou do not know whether you have any ches king accounts in addition 
to the ones that counsel has mentioned, or not ? 

Mr. Earon. My affairs have been hi: ndled by others in matters of 
that kind, and it is quite possible that in connection with our affairs, 
especially in connection with our Canadian planning operations, I am 
not sure that we do not have one or two Canadian accounts. 
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Senator Hennings. Relating to you individually? Of course, you 
sign your own checks, don’t you? 

“Mr. Eaton, Rarely. 

Senator Hennrnos. Who signs your checks for you 4 

Mr. Earon. Fowler signed them in his long time, or some other 
member of the organization, of which there were a number with power 
to sign. 

Senator Hennrnos. Fowler has power to sign your name to checks, 
has he? 

Mr. Eaton. I think he always signed his name or he may have signed 
mine. Iam not sure which obtained there. I very rarely sign a check 
myself, 

Senator Henninés. Do you ever examine your bank statements / 

Mr. Eaton. Never personally; no. 

Senator Hennines. You never have anything to do with such de- 
tails as that ? 

Mr. Eaton. Someone else does that, someone who is usually under 
bond. The vy are mi iybe c hecked by auditors and others. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Eaton, we are very much interested in 
undertaking to prepare, if we can, for presentation to the Congress 
legislation designed to improve the machinery of elections. One of 
the things, of course, relating to this broad field is campaign contri- 
butions, their sources, limitations upon individual contributions, total 
contributions, and cognate matters. Would you say, Mr. Eaton, in 
your very substantial contributions—at least it sounds substantial to 
me—335,000—that your business motivation was the primary consid- 
eration or your interest in the outcome of the election in Ohio which, 
in your mind, transcend the other / 

Mr. Earon. Senator, it is just a little hard to weigh those two con- 
siderations in the balance. I do not know whether IT have ever tried 
to appraise them. TI think in this instance I was tremendously con- 
cerned about the attitude of labor to their employers and to capital. 
I felt very strongly that, if every capitalist was whooping it up about 
a great and distinguished citizen, about Senator Taft, that was one 
thing, but, if they were whooping it up on the basis of what they con- 
sidered to be labor's attitude, maybe wro ngly interpreted, that was 
going to be very disruptive to the capitalistic system. IT think if I were 
trying to weigh the two, I would say that having regard not only to 
my own business interests, especially In coal and iron ore se stee] 
and railroads, not only having regard to my own interests, but that 
of the whole business structure of the country, that, unless some man 
in my position exhibited a friendly attitude and showed confidence 
in labor and their organizations, it was going to be bad for us. 

I will try and weigh that as against the various candidates that are 
running for office. 

The president of one of the great eastern insurance companies, 
while the ¢ unpaign was on, said to me, “I underst: ind you are favor- 
ing Ferguson against Taft. What makes vou do it ?’ 

[ said to that president of the great insurance company, “Ferguson 
isa simple Man, a plain man, but he has one cardinal virtue. Ile 
believes in thrift. He believes in the old-fashioned doctrine of 
saving.” 

Che preside nt of the insurance « ‘ompany said, “If he is elected and 
continues to stand by that policy, when he gets to Washington, he 
will be the most lonesome m: z in the Capital.” 
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So when vou get to trying to weigh one motive against another, 
T wouldn't be able to weigh them without an awful lot of reflection 
and self analysis, but in this instance they were both there. 

Senator Henninas. You say they were about coequal ¢ 

Mr. Earon. Pardon me? 

Senator Hennines. About coequal 

Mr. Earon. I hesitate to try to weigh them. 

Senator Hennines. | am not trying to embarrass you, Mr. Eaton, 
in the least. One thing that has interested us as we heard testimony 
of many witnesses before this subcommittee has been that a certain 
amount of attention in the interest in a candidate was based only on 
altruism or civie concepts or ideals of good government, basic beliefs 
in principles of the two major parties or their candidates or both, 
and it seems rather apparent to some of us, as a pattern, that not many 
of these contributions are really made solely because of an interest 
In government, but that there seems to be—not that there is anything 
mproper in it—also a business or financial or personal motivation 
which is more important to many of the ee contributors than the 
ultimate result in terms of better government. That is one of the 
things that we are trying to reach, if we can. I don’t know whether 
we will ever be able to get far with it or not. 

Mr. Earon. I think that is— 

Senator HenninGs. One of the witnesses before this committee, I 
believe it was Senator Benton, talked about conscience money, saying 
that a substantial amount of his campaign fund came from so-called 
conscience money sources. [| for one have held a more cynical view 
of that. Most of the large contributions come from people who want 
to get something back, one way or another. That is human, and I 
think that many of us realize you cannot legislate certain human 
drives and motivations out. 

\s you have indicated, you would have to do considerable evaluat- 
ne ot your own objectives in making these « ontributions to determin e 
for vourself which was more important In stature, the ultimate eles 
tion of Mr. Ferguson or certain interests which Otis & Co. m oht 

ave, to which you felt Mr. Taft was not sympathetic. 

Mr. Earon. 1 am sure that Otis & Co. didn’t weigh with me on 
the selfish side as much as coal, railroads, Iron ore, the yreat mining 
ndustries of ours, and the erent desire I had to see especially the 

ining fellows, who have a tough underground job—you see coal is 
ur greatest natural resource, except farming. Next to farming, coal 

our greatest natural resource. We havent made much of is be 
iuse we have so much of tt. But our whole industry, all our steel 
ndustry, and the vast Industry of this country, Is based on coal, for 
very ton of steel vou produce vou have to have a ton of coal. The 
reat electric power S\ stems are all run by coal. 

Years avo | 


ecatuse we were producing so much coal, there was no 
ioneyV it for the Operator, and those coal communities were drab 
raters ictive. That Is strategic ana aw fully important to our 
‘seh, that it change. A lot of fellows who have never seen 

vtl mine find it ¢ “aSV to denounce labor leaders. If the Vv had spent 
day underground ina coal mine, they would have a different view. I 
int to see those people ae s and happy ancl joMIne enthusi 
tically in our great upbuilding of our economy, so that if you want 
0 appraise my se ‘fish motives, I put it on coal, Vt ailroads, 1 Won ore, as 
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a desire to see an atmosphere in this country with the men who do 
the work in those industries whereby they are happy in the capital- 
istic system and do not want to join some other—be misled into what 
I consider a false doctrine of socialism, or something more extreme. 

Senator Monroney. Might I ask, Mr. Eaton, when you determined 
to give $30,000, or, with your son’s contribution, $35,000, did you con- 
tact Mr. John L. Lewis in regard to the antic ipated donation, so that 
they could be alerted that this money was to come in ¢ 

Mr. Earon. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Those arrangements were made through La- 
bor’s Nonpartisan League as to the total amount which they could 
expect from your contributions ? 

Mr. Earon. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. One of the reasons that this was a three-way 
campaign fund, as I recall the testimony, in Ohio, is that the CIO put 
up roughly $35,000 or $40,000 early in the campaign; shortly later, the 
A. F.-of L. came in with their portion of it, which was $35,000 or 
$40,000, and then, belatedly, but before the campaign was over, the 
United Mine Workers came up with their part of the money, prac- 
tically all of which, $35,000 out of the $40,000 that they put in, came 
in through your contribution, through that of yourself and your son. 

In the t testimony before our committee by the officials of Labor’s 
Nonpartisan League, they led this committee to believe th: at that wa 
just manna from heaven, that they did not know it was coming in, aa 
then suddenly as they opened the mail on certain days, these $5,000 
and $10,000 donations started dropping in, and it did not seem quite 
plausible to this committee that that money would have arrived just 
on the spur of the moment without Labor's Nonpartisan League 
knowing, at least in some way, that they could anticipate receiving it. 

Mr. Eaton. T hey had no communication from me on the subject. 

Senator MonroNery. Someone must have talked to you about it, or 
asked you if you could help financially in the race. 

Mr. Earon. For a great many years, I have been watching Labor's 
Nonpartisan League. For many years, I was watching the whole 
movement in Ohio relating to such things. It was not a sudden im- 
pulse, but it was a deliberate decision on my part. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator GiLterre. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Eaton, I take it from your testimony. 
probably, that you have rather widespread investments, do you not? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. I certainly assume that vou follow those in- 
vestments rather closely. 

Mr. Eaton. Well, perhaps not as a prudent businessman ordinarily 
would, because I am a farmer and a philosopher, and IT spend more 
time in those two occupations than in observing the operations of busi 
nesses that we are connected with. 

Senator Henprickson. I am sure you must have considered when 
vou made this $35,000 available for campaign purposes, that you were 
making a genuine investment in something “worth while? 

Mr. Eaton. I thought it was going to be in competent hands, well 
spent, and that would be my vote of confidence. 

Senator Henpricxson. Did you make any effort after you made 
these contributions to follow up the contributions to see just how 
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they were spent, or whether they were spent properly and within 
good reason ¢ 

Mr. Earon. I did not. 

Senator Henprickson. It seems to me, Mr. Eaton, that with your 
great interest in the purposes for which the contributions were made, 
and the very high purposes that you had in mind, that you might 
have had interest enough to check up a little to see just what was done 
with them. I know that $35,000 is a very substantial sum of money, 
and I know perfectly well that if I m: ide a contribution of $3,000, 1 
would want to know before the campaign was over just how that 
$3,000 was spent. 

Mr. Earon, I did not inquire. 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Eaton, Otis & Co. is a corporation ? 

Mr. Earon. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. Incorporated under the laws of the State of 
Ohio? 

Mr. Earon. Delaware. 

Senator Gitterre. Under the laws of the State of Delaware? 

Mr. Earon. Delaware. 

Senator Gitierre. I interrogated you rather at length on the Kruse 
affidavit, in which he said he was reimbursed by a check from Otis & 
Co., and your recollection 

Mr. Eaton. He did not say that. He said that Mr. Kaiser— 

Senator Gitterre. Yes. He said: 





I then wrote a check for $2,500 and gave it to Mr. R. L. Hiser [Kaiser], comp 
troller of Otis & Co. The next day, October 24, I was reimbursed with a check 
in the amount of $2,500 payable to me. 

Mr. Eaton. This affidavit that I have does not say that Kaiser was 
comptroller of Otis & Co. 

Senator Giutterre. The affidavit that the committee has before 
it—— 

Mr. Eaton. Someone put that in, I guess. 

Senator Gintierrr. States that— 

I wrote a check for $2,500 and gave it to Mr. R. L. Hiser [Kaiser], comp 
troller of Otis & Co. The next day, October 24, 1950, I was reimbursed with a 
check in the amount of $2,500 payable to me. I deposited this check in the 
National City Bank of Cleveland, Terminal Branch, on October 24, 1950, 
I have attempted to get a photostatie copy of that particular check from the 
National City Bank, but up to this time have not been able to do so, I am 
attaching hereto my own canceled check payable to the Labor’s Nonpartisan 
League in the amount of $2,500. 

Now, your statement here, based on your recollection, was that these 
men, including Kruse, were reimbursed by you. 

Mr. Earon. Yes, sir. 

Senator Griterre. Or were paid in advance by you? IT think you 
said in most cases you paid them in advance, so that they could make a 
contribution. 

Mr. Earon. Senator. | would not be sure of that finding. 

Senator Giuterre. Thi ? is not soimportant. But why I am asking 
you about this is this. I will call your attention to the Federal Cor 
rupt Practices Act, and I am re: ading from section 610: 


It is unlawful for any national bank or any corporation organized by authority 
of any law of Congress to make a contribution or expenditure in connection with 


any election to any political office or in connection with any primary electior 
or political convention or caucus to select candidates for any political office or 
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for any corporation whatever or any labor organization to make a contribution 
or expenditure in connection with any election at which presidential and vice 
presidential electors or a Senator or Representative in or a delegate or resident 
commissioner to Congress are to be voted for, or in connection with any primary 
election or political convention— 

and so on. 

Now, it becomes very pertinent to know whether the contribution 
was made by you personally through what you call a nominee, Mr. 
Kruse, or whether it was made by Otis & Co. by way of an advance pay- 
ment or reimbursement, whether it was a contribution of Cyrus Eaton, 
or Whether it was a contribution of Otis & Co. This affidavit would 
seem to indicate very definitely that it was a contribution by Otis & Co. 

Mr. Earon. I am sure, Senator, that implication is not here, nor 
Was it intended, and that just because he is an officer of Otis & Co.—— 

Senator Gitterre. No. But where was he reimbursed / 

Mr. Eaton. He was not reimbursed by Otis & Co. ‘The copy of the 
affidavit I have here does not say anything about Kaiser's being 
comptroller of Otis & Co. 

Senator GitteTre. He gave a check for $2,500 to the comptroller of 
Otis & Co. Then he said the next d: iv he was reimbursed by check. 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. But Mr. Kaiser was not the comptroller of Otis 
& Co. He was an officer of Otis & Co., but he was an officer of a num- 
ber of other corporations. 

Senator Gitterre. Of course, | know nothing about that official 
structure. What I want to know is, is Mr. Kruse wrong when he 
says that he was reimbursed, or leaves the implication that he was 
reimbursed, by Otis & Co. ! 

Mr. Eavron. He does not say that. He would be the last to say that, 
because he was an officer and director of Otis, and he would not be 
violating the law. 

Senator GitLerre. Do you have any statement that you want to 
make as to why you think he paid his $2 500 contribution by check 


drawn to Otis & Co., and it was cashed by R. C. Owens, secret: iry-treas- 
urer of Labor's Nonpartisan League / Bat do you have any infor- 


mation as to why Mr. Kruse would turn this check over to Otis & Co. ¢ 

Mr. KEATON. He did not turn it over to Otis & Co. 

Senator GitLerre. Well, to Mr. Kaiser. 

Mr. Eaton. He did not turn it over to Mr.—he nught have 

Senator GiLterrr. He says he did. 

Mr. Earox. He did not say he turned it over to Otis & Co. He 
said he turned it over tothe man mentioned here. 

Senator Gitierre. To Mr. Kaiser, comptroller of Otis & Co. 

Mr. Earon. He was not comptroller to Otis & Co. He was a man 
ina number of positions. 

Senator GiuuLerre. It is your statement here to us, and your best 
belief, that Mr. Kruse was in error when he said he turned it over 
to Mr. Kaiser / 

Mr. Earon. I do not read into the affidavit anything that you read 
into it. Senator. He said he handed it to this individual who was an 
officer of several companies—— 

Senator Gitterre. No. He said he handed it to Mr. Kaiser, comp 
trolle rot ( tise Co. 

Now, is it your opinion that he is wrong 4 

Mr. Eaton. The copy of the affidavit that I have here does not say 
“comptroller.” Have you the original ¢ 
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Senator GitLerre. We have the original affidavit here. 

Mr. Moore. I think that the record should indicate, Mr. 
that we are referring to exhibit No, 193. 

Senator Gitterre. Yes. It is so identified. 

Now, I do not know whether Mr. Kaiser was comptroller of Otis-—— 

Mr. Earon. I have nothing to do, or never have, with the internal] 
affairs of Otis & Co., but this is the first time that I have ever heard 
that Kaiser had the title of comptroller of Otis. I do not believe he 
did. He That have. ] would not want to be dogmatic about 7 but 
I have never heard of him in that light. 

Senator Gitterre. It is your opinion, then, that that contribution 
made by Mr. Kruse was made by him not to Otis & Co 
them 

Mr. Eaton. Of course not. 

Senator Gitterre, And that he was reimbursed by you personally ¢ 

Mr. Earox. Yes.sir. I think so. 

Senator GiLtLerre. You do not have any recollection of whether it 
was In cash or by check? Or you do not have any record / 

Mr. Exron. That is right. 

Senator Gitverre. But it is your judgment and your testimony that 
to the best of your recollection, the reimbursal of Mr. Kruse was 
made by you! 

Mr. Eaton. That is my best recollection. 

Senator GitLerre. As an individual 4 

Mr. Earon. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GitLerre. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Eaton, did you make any effort to get the 
original records before you came here to testify today ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. And you were unable to obtain them / 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sit 

Senator Hrnninos. Do you have any understanding as to where 
they presently are? 

Mr. Eaton. I do not know. 

Senator Hennineas. Were you told where they were ? 

Mr. Earon. No: I was not. 

Senator HENNINGs. What effort did you make to vet the reeords 
for the purpose of this committee ? 

Mr. Eaton. [ asked the people in my office to eee if they could find 
iything on it, and they reported to me that they could not. 

Senator HENNINGs. Did the Vv undertake to tell you more than that? 

Mr. Earon. It seems to me it was enough. 

Senator HENNINGs. They just said they could not / 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. And you let the matte drop there / 

Mr. Evrox. Yes. The office was moved twice in 1950, and in con 
nection with the mov ing. Fowler, who for 35 years had been in charge 
of all of these matters, became il] and retired, and it was something 
that is ot ho particular value or consequence, or significance. It was 
naturally not preserved. 

Senator Hi NNINGS. You say that it was of no s1en) ificance ? 

Mr. Earon. Yes, sir. 


hairm: il. 
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Senator Hennines. Do you consider the basic records in this mat- 
ter as of no significance whatever ¢ 

Mry Eaton. It did not occur to anyone who was dealing with it 
that they were of any importance, 

Senator Hennrnes. Thank you, sir. 

Senator WeLker. May I ask a question? 

Senator Grutetre. Senator Welker, of Idaho. 

Senator Weriker. You say that your office has been moved twice 
since 1950? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes; in the year 1950. 

Senator Weiker. You mean by that that your confidential and 
business records were moved from one place to another ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. When were you first advised, Mr. Eaton, that 
you would probably be called before this committee to discuss your 
testimony here? 

Mr. Earon. I think late in December. 

Senator Weiker. Late in December of 1951? 

Mr. Eaton. Of 1951; yes. 

Senator WeLker. Or 1950? 

Mr. Eaton. Hold on. I am getting my years mixed. The move- 
ments that I spoke of occurred in 1951. I was getting my calendar 
wrong. 

Senator Werker. Did you ever tell anybody in your office or out 
of your office what to search for in finding these records ? 

Mr. Earon. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. What did you tell them? 

Mr. Earon. I presented the subpena that came in and told them to 
make a look for them. 

Senator Weiker. Make a look for what ? 

Mr. Eaton. For everything that was mentioned in the subpena. 

Senator Weiker. You knew at the time what you were subpenaed 
for, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Earon. I was not subpenaed until, I think, sometime in Janu- 
ary of 1952. 

Senator Weiker. You had no idea but what you were to testify 
with respect to the contribution of some $30,000 to a campaign fund ; 
is that correct / 

Mr. Earon. I did not know that until, I think, late in December of 
1951, and this notice that I have here is dated February 8, 1952. 

Senator Weiker. As I understand it, you were served with several 
subpenas. 

Am I right, Counsel ? 

Mr. Moorr. We attempted to make service, Senator, of a subpena 
dated the 17th of November 1951. The subpena which I left before 
you is dated, I believe, January 31. 

Senator Wetker. Now, when you were first notified by subpena 
or otherwise that your activity in this matter would be investigated 
by this committee or by any other person, I want to know what you 
told your office staff or what you directed your office staff to do to get 
the testimony, documentary or otherwise, before this committee. 

Mr. Earon. I gave the subpena to my people and asked them to 
see what we had that had any bearing on it, and the only thing that 
we had in our records of any kind was a letter which I presented here 





INVESTIGATION OF 1950 OHIO SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN 


earlier, Senator, with which my contribution was sent down to Labor’s 
Non-Partisan League. So there are no other papers or documents, and 
never were any. 

Senator Wreiker. You knew that you would have to account for 
some $35,000 contribution; is that correct / 

Mr. Earon. Iam sorry, Senator, I did not hear that. 

Senator WeLker. You knew that you would have to account for 
some $35,000 contributed to Labor’s Nonpartisan League ! 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. Now, what did you tell your staff to look for? 

Mr. Eaton. To look for anything that had a bearing on the subject 
referred to in the subpena. 

Senator Wetker. Did you tell them to look for a check, or a large 
cash withdrawal, or what did you tell them 4 

Mr. Eaton. I told them to look for everything that was in the 
subpena. 

Senator Wetker. Do you know how you made these contributions / 

Mr. Earon. No, I do not. 

Senator Weiker. Do you want to tell this committee that you have 
completely forgotten how you made some $35,000 contr ibution to 
any fund é / 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, I do. 

Senator WeLker. I am informed that you are a wealthy man. But 
you still want this committee to believe ‘that you would ‘make a con- 
tribution of $35,000 and not know how you m: ade the contribution ? 

Mr. Earon. I do not know at this time. In my business life, it was 
a matter turned over to my office people to handle, and Fowler worked 
it out in his own way, and I do not know how he did it. 

Senator Werker. Did you ask Fowler how he did it? 

Mr. Eaton. Fowler is now retired. 

Senator WELKER. He is sick and retired: I understand that. But 
this is rather an important matter in your life, is it not, being called 
here to testify on this? 

Mr. Earon. I do not know. It has not occurred to me as being— 

Senator Wevker. It has not occurred to you as being very im- 
portant, notwithstanding the fact that you might be involved in a 
violation of law? 

Mr. Earon. I am sure there is no violation of law, Senator. 

Senator We.ker. Now, that is your opinion. I am just asking you 
whether or not you consider this important. 

Mr. Eaton. I consulted the best counsel that I know of, and they 
tell me that it is all clearly legal and proper and—— 

Senator WeLKER. I hope that that will turn out to be the truth, 
Mr. Eaton. But at the same time, you are under an investigation, or 
you would not be here. 

Now, what did you ask Mr. Fowler to do? 

Mr. Eaton. Fowler is away, but I asked him to get in touch with 
him and see if he could find anything. I asked him to find everything 
that this subpena calls for. 

Senator WeLker. Where is Mr. Fowler now ? 

Mr. Eaton. He is in Toronto. 

Senator Wetker. Toronto? 

Mr. Earon. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. How long has he been there? 
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Mr. Earon. I cannot be sure of that. 

Senator Wexiker. Have you contacted him personally, or have 
some of your staff / 

Mr. Eaton. I had some of the staff do it. 

Senator Wetker. You do not know what was said or what was 
done ¢ 

Mr. Earon. No. 

Senator Weiker. You have not invited Mr. Fowler back, who was 
familiar with your office files and your records, to come back to help 
you clear up this matter, have you ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. No. It seems to me that all of the information you 
wanted is gladly furnished and gladly confirmed. 

Senator WeLker. As I understand it, it amounts to the fact that we 
have no information. 

Mr. Earon. You have complete information, sir. You know ex 
actly what transpired, all about it. You have the complete story. No 
one is withholding a thing of any sort. Everything that you want 
is 

Senator WeLker. But you do not know whether or not you made the 
contribution by cash, check, or what, do you ¢ 

Mr. Earon. I do not remember that. 

Senator Weiker. You do not remember that very important fact ? 

Mr. Earon. It issomething that I had nothing to do with personally. 

Senator Wei_ker. And as far as you know, nobody else has told us 
how these were made, have they ¢ 

Mr. Earon. I do not know what significance that has. 

Senator Weikkr. Of course, in an investigating body, it does not 
make much difference, I guess, if we are to remain in the dark as to 
whether a contribution was made in $100 bills, $1,000 bills, or check. 
That is what I as one member of the committee would like to ascertain. 
And you want to leave this committee, then, with the testimony that 
you do not know anything about that; that has completely escaped 
your mind ¢ 

Mr. Earon. It is something that I had no personal contact: with 
when it was done; I had no personal supervision over it. It was car- 
ried out by others, and the form in which they did it, I do not know. 

Senator Wevker. That is all, sir. 

Senator Gitterre. Counsel, do you have anything further? 

Mr. Moore. I just had one or two questions, Mr. Chairman, based 
upon the donation to the league. 

Mr. Eaton, at the time that these contributions were made, did you 
have any acquaintance with anyone connected with this particular 
league, the Nonpartisan League of Ohio? Did you know any of the 
personnel, or if they had officers ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, knew Mr. Owens. 

Mr. Moore. You knew Mr. Owens ¢ 

Mr. Earon. Yes. 

Mr. Moore. But is it your testimony that you did not discuss the 
making of these contributions with him ? 

Mr. Eaton. I do not know whether I discussed the matter at all in 
advance with him or not. I notice he testified that I did not, and he 
probably was right about it. 
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Mr. Moore. Were you aware of the fact that this particular organi 
zation had not been in existence since 1940, but had been revived in 
1950 for the purpose of the 1950 campaign ? 

Mr. Eaton. My impression was that it had been in existence right 
along. 

Mr. Moore. That it had been in existence right along ¢ 

Mr. E ATON., Yes. 

Mr. Moore. Was it also your impression that it was related to the 
United Mine Workers of America, that is, the national labor league / 

Mr. Eaton. Lam sorry. I did not get that question 

Mr. Moore. Was it also your understanding that this was an afhliat: 
of the national organization of the United Mine Workers Laboi 
League ¢ 

Mr. Earon. No. I understood that this was purely an Ohio organ 
zation that had to do with Ohio matters 


Mr. Moore. And was one of the contributing factors for youl mak 


g these contributions to this particular organization the fact that 
t was, as you say, strictly local 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore. And you have no communications to or from Mi Owe 
ther than the single letter that you have | roduced here this morn orf 
Mr. Eaton. That is correct. 

Mr. Moore. He did not acknowledge receipt of these contributions 
»voué 

Mr. Eaton, That is correct. 

Mr. Moorr. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions, but I di 

nk that there has not been a demonstration of sufficient complhance 

the subpena of this committee, executed by you and duly serve 

on this witness, and that we should request or « 

ike a further investigation, particularly for the ¢ 


ecks. or to furnish us additional information by affidavit or othe 


irect the witness to 
} 


eCKS, if the e were 


ise as to how these contributions were, in fact. made, 
Senator GILLETTE. Mr. Eaton, In connection with the suggestion 
that counsel has made, which I think isa ver pertinent one, you Nave 
stitied before us here in answer to several] questions that you have, 
ler your control, no knowledge or information as to how this $30, 
contributed. You have no evidence in the Way of cash or « heck 
Vol have ho evidence 1h the way of receipts You hs ve no ey ide} 
ther than a hazy recollection as to how it was done, and that yo 
ould not comply with the subpena which directed you to brin 
cuments. 
Now, do you have any suggestion, or do you have any information 
uu can give this subcommittee as to who would have that information, 
to how it would be avallable ¢ 
Mr. Earon. | have not 
Senator GiutLerre. You want the situation to stand as yo 
ply to Senator Welker, that you have no means of knowing, t 
y documentary evidence, anything concerning these transactions 


ther than this memory of yours that you have sed as the basis of 
tement ¢ 


Mi Eaton. That $ right 
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Senator Guttetre. And can you have a search made of your bank 
records? Can you have a search made of the reports from your bank, 
as to whether any of these contributions passed through the bank, or 
whether it was all done by cash or currency? Do you have any way 
that you could get that information ? 

Mr. Earon. No. 

Senator Gutterre. You have not ? 

Mr. Earon. No. 

Senator Gitterre. Do you know anybody in your organization or 
who has been associated with your organization that would have that 
information or have access to it? 

Mr. Eaton. I do not. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Gitierre. Senator Hennings. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Eaton, if you were to be asked by this sub 
committee to make a further search, would you undertake to do so? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrines. How would you go about making a further 
search ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. I do not know. 

Senator Hennines. You do not know? 

Mr. Eaton. I do not know. 

Senator Hennines. Then how could you undertake the search if 
you have no idea about the procedure of so doing ? 

Mr. Eaton. I would want to be responsive to any 

Senator Henninos. You are a very resourceful man. 

Mr. Eaton. I want to be responsive to any question that is put. 

Senator Henninos. You are an exceedingly intelligent and ex- 
perienced man. You must have way of finding out something about 
these records, sir. This proceeding may seem to be of little or no con 
ay to you, Mr. Eaton, but it may be of the greatest consequence. 

Mr. Eaton. I have, as far as I know, no records bearing on it. | 
would not know where to look for them any more than you do. 

Senator Hennrnos. Have you written to Mr. Fowler about this? 

Mr. Eaton. No. 

Senator Hennines. Have you telephoned him about it? 

Mr. Eaton. No. 

Senator Hennrnos. Or by any other means undertaken to com- 
municate with him ? 

Mr. Eaton. Some of my organization, I am sure, have been in touch 
with him. 

Senator Hennines. Who in your organization did you talk to 
about this, and ask to make a search for these records, Mr. Eaton ‘ 

Mr. Eaton. I talked to Mr. Brown. 

Senator Henninos. Who is Mr. Brown, sir? 

Mr. Eaton. He succeeded Mr. Fowler. 

Senator Hennrincs. What is his official capacity now ? 

Mr. Eaton. He hasn’t any official title, but he—— 

Senator Henninos. He is sort of your confidential man? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrneos. In a manner of speaking? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Senator Hennines. And what did you tell Mr. Brown to do, sir? 
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Mr. Eaton. I gave him the subpena and said, “See what you can 
find on this.” 

Senator Henninos. And what did Mr. Brown tell you thereafter ? 

Mr. Eaton. He finds nothing in our records except the one letter. 

Senator Hennineos. He said he found nothing in your records ex 
ept one letter? 

Mr. Eaton. Right. 

Senator Hennines. What did you then say to him about this! 

Mr. Eaton. I asked him to make sure of that, and he gave me that 
report. 

Senator Hennrnes. He said that he had found nothing in the 
record but one letter, and you said, “Make sure of that,” and he then 
reiterated or confirmed thiat he had found but one letter ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Senator Henninos. Did you ask him to exert himself further in 
\is particular? 

Mr. Eaton. I took it for granted that he had made a thorough 
earch, 

Senator Hennines. When he told you he had found one letter 

your record, you thereafter took it for granted that he had made 

. thorough search of what, sir? 

Mr. Ea’ ron. I knew of nothing of my own knowledge bearing on it. 

Senator Henninos. Did you suggest to Mr. Brown that he com 
municate with Mr. Fowler? 

Mr. Eaton. I am not sure that I did. It is possible that it was 
omething that my son handled. 

Senator Henninos. Would not your ingenuity, then, and experience 
Mr. Eaton, dictate to you the reason: ibleness of your undertaking to 
ommunicate with Mr. Fowler in a matter which we in our humble 
way think is of some consequence, we of this committee? You know 

iat a subpena duces tecum is, do you not 4 

"ie Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator er Do you know what it means? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, si 

Senator HENNINGs. “Whi it does it mean, Mr. Eaton / 

Mr. Earon. It means to produce papers and documents. 

Senator Hennings. Yes, sir. And those papers and documents are 
escribed in the subpena that was served upon you, were they not, 
ir / 

Mr. Earon. That is right. But if there are no such things in exist 

e, how can you create them / 

Senator Henninos. Are you prepared to say under your oath now 
hat there are no such things in existence ¢ 

Mr. Earon. There are none that I know of, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Are you prepared to tell this committee that 
ou have made every effort to locate these supporting records, if they 

» exist ? 

Mr. Eaton. I have made, I think, every reasonable effort that a man 

uld make. ; 

enator HenninoGs, And that reasonable effort consisted of f asking 
Mr. Brown whether there was anything in your records, and his say- 

g there was one letter, and your ‘asking him to confirm it, and letting 

ie matter rest: is that right, sir? 

Mr. Eaton. I talked to others about it. Italked to my son 
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Senator Hennings. What did your son say about these records, Mr. 
Eaton? 

Mr. Earon. He made an effort. We talked to other people here 

Senator Henninos. What effort did your son make ¢ 

Mr. Eaton. We went through his papers and documents to see if 
he had anything bearing on it. 

Senator Hennines. Did you talk to your son before or after you 
had talked to Mr. Brown? 

Mr. Eaton. I am not sure. 

Senator Hennrnes. Did you advise your son that Mr. Brown had 
searched the records and found but one letter ¢ 

Mr. Earon. I am sorry, Senator; I did not hear you. 

Senator Hennines. Did you not tell your son that Mr. Brown had 


searched the records and found but one letter bearing upon this 
matter ¢ 


Mr. Earon. I am not clear on that. 

Senator Henninos. The fact of it is, Mr. Eaton—— ’ 

Mr. Eaton. I tried in good faith to produce everything that would 
be of interest to this committee. and I think you have it all. You have 
everything you need. 

Senator Hennines. Yes, Mr. Eaton. Now, that is your judgment, 
sir. It may not be the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. Eaton. I do not know. 

Senator Hennines. You are entitled to your view of it, and we 
are entitled to ours, perhaps, if you will indulge us. 

Now, can’t you tell us what further effort you are willing to make to 
produce these records? 

Mr. Eaton. Any effort the committee directs me to make. 

Senator Hennines. Would you undertake to telephone Mr. Fowler 
and ask him where these records are, if he knows, and if he does not 
know, where they were when he last saw them / 

Mr. Eaton. Surely 

Senator Hennines. And report to this committee the result of that 
conversation / 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Fowler had custody of them, I understand, 
when you last knew about them / 

Mr. Earon. Yes. That would be quite a long time back. 

Senator Hennines. Yes, sir. But when you last knew sanything 
about it, Mr. Fowler had custody of the records, did he not? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Senator Henninos. And you will undertake to do that ? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes. 

Senator Henninecs. I take it the committee has funds for the ex 
pense of this long distance call, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Monroney. In amplifying what Senator Hennings has 
said, your opinion might be that these contributions were entirely In 
the clear. Obviously, if they were personal donations, on your per 
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sonal che king account, they were in the cleat Product on of Cali 
celed checks from your ( etobe1 1950 file ol che KS would ule kly put 
his committee in possess1on of do umentary evidence that it was. 
We are charged, however, with searching to see if there was a] 
ible violation of law In the absence of documentary proof, Wil 
| believe most of us believed could e ODTAal ed by reasonabl searc! 
we are left in the dark, Whethe come of Otis & Co. money cou 
ive been in there, which would be unlawful, or whether in the per 
onal donations matters could be « harge das leg il fees, or advert i a 
r other met od OF evasion not that you “uve ivalled mrsell 
‘ f if @VASION,. Or not that We ire suspecting that \¢ i did But fo} trie 
poses of ol Investigation, you could put yourself in the aul t 
t ! KLY by prod cing the check 
Although none of us are financiers, most of do keep our ca é 
ecks for a period of several years, in case of disputes « n 
? unpaid bills, or th nes of that kind 
, Senator HENNINGS \nd income tax. 
a Senator Monroney And it seems almost incredible to th ! 
e tee that a man dealing in the magnitude of oreat financial opel 
such as you deal in could rot have those checks readily obtaina ( 
ontacting Mr. Fowler and finding out just what account they 


drawn on and just what method was used because h 
edly would be « lear as to that, would it 1 
. Mr. Eaton. I do not know. 
Senator Monroney. We think that we are making a very reasonal 


'S 1 1 : : 
equest, and we think that 1t Is up to vou to produce these records Ww} 


rdinarily would be very easily obtainable from the average indi 
Mr. EATON. ] certainly cannot proauce something that Q yt 
xistence, can | 
Senator Monroney. Indeed not. 
Senator WreL_ker. I did not hear that answer. Mr. Witne 
Mr. Earon. I say, I could 
it is not in existence 
Senator Wei_ker. How do you know they are not in existe! 
Mr. Eaton. I do not know. But as far as I know, they ar 
Senator HenninGs. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest that the tele} 
itl which Mr Eaton has been cood enough tC tel] uS that he wil 
Mr. Fowler. can then be the subject ot Inquiry agvaln of th Wil 
nd we may have further light upon the mat 
Senator Gitterre. There is no question about that. 


The chairman would like to ask you two or three questions befor: 


that action is taken. 
I hold In mv hand for the subcommittee an affidavit mace DV Grier 


R. Miller, one of the list that you furnished to us, who contributed 


$2,500, and was a nominee of vours, as you have stated, a man whom 


” uu reimbursed. This affidavit. State of Illinois. countv of Cook, | 
uote Trom: 
; .* ; . 
Glen R. Miller, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states follow 


On or about October 20, 1950, Robert L. K 1 ecretal f 


iw ild he w ' ; ke elec ( ntril tion in the . . f $2 7 
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to Labor’s Non-Partisan League, and stated that I would be promptly reim 
bursed for this contribution. I told him that I would prefer to avoid making a 
contribution. Mr. Kaiser said he would see if he could obtain the contribution 
elsewhere. 

On October 3, 1950, Mr. Kaiser said that he would need a contribution from 
me in the amount of $2,500. I thereupon drew a check in the amount of $2,50 
payable to Labor's Non-Partisan League and gave it to Mr. Kaiser. The same day 
he gave me a check in the amount of $2,500. I do not recall the name of the 
maker of the check, nor do I have a copy of the check, inasmuch as the check 
was deposited. 

I did not know that Labor's Nonpartisan League was identified with the 
United Mine Workers of America. 

It is signed by Glenn Miller and properly notarized. 

Now, this i is one of the contributions in the list that you say was a 
contribution made by you through a nominee, Glenn R. Miller. Again. 
as in connection with the Kruse affidav it, this affiant says that the re- 
quest was made of him by the secretary of Otis & Co., not by you, 
but by the secretary of Otis & Co., Robert L. Kaiser, and that he made 
the contribution to Otis & Co., or to the sec retary of Otis & Co., and 
was reimbursed by them. 

Now, again I ask you, in the face of that, are you still insisting 
that this contribution was a personal contribution by you? If so, 
why were you making it through Otis & Co. ? 

Mr. Eaton. Mr. Kaiser—I think that is right, that he was secre. 
tary of Otis & Co.—was also secretary of Portsmouth Steel Co. and 
connected with other business enterprises. Mr. Miller, who makes 
this affidavit, was executive vice president of Otis & Co., and so far 
as Kaiser was concerned, Miller was his boss. 

Senator Gituerre. If you will let me interrupt you, Mr. Eaton, 
I do not care whether he was secretary or vice president or chairman 
of the board of directors. 

Mr. Eaton. I just wanted to get Otis & Co. out of your mind. 
Senator, because you might as w ell have said that he gave it to Kaiser, 
secretary of Portsmouth Steel, or he gave it to Kaiser in any one of 
his half dozen other capacities. 

Senator GILueTTe. I see. 

Mr. Earon. He just mentions Otis because Miller was a directo! 
and executive vice president of Otis & Co., and was Kaiser’s boss, 
and Kaiser would not be handing Mi 

Senator Guerre. Was Mr. Kaiser acting as your agent ? 

Mr. Earon. Surely. 

Senator Gitterre. How do you suddenly recall that, when you said 
that you had no information as to how these contributions were 
made? 

Mr. Eaton. I did not go into that in detail, but if Kaiser was doing 
that, he was doing it on my behalf and not on behalf of Otis & Co 
They did not have a thing to do with it. 

Senator Guerre. Mr. Kruse said that he made his contributior 
through an official of Otis & Co.? 

Mr. Eaton. Surely, he was. ‘ 

Senator Gitterre. Mr. Miller said he made his contribution to a1 
agent, or an official of Otis & Co. ? 
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Mr. Eaton. Yes. But that—— : 
' Senator Giuuerre. Just a minute. I have further an affidavit of 
| Dorothy Wokral—— 
: Mr. Eaton. Senator, you are reading from something that is far 


fetched and has no justification. 

Senator Gitterre. My dear sir, I am reading just exactly what the 
affidavit says. 

Mr. Earon. Kaiser was secretary of Portsmouth Steel Co. Now, 
why didn’t they say he gave it to Kaiser, secretary of Portsmouth 
Steel? That I am sure is accidental, and someone is drawing on his 
imagination to put into it something that I think does not belong there. 

Senator GitLerre. That may be true. But let me assure you that 
we are not drawing on our imagination. We are trying to find 

Mr. Earon. You are, when you take a man who may have a half 
lozen different capacities—— 

Senator Gitterre. Wait a minute 

Mr. Eaton. And you happen to mention one of them and you single 
hat out as—— 

Senator Guttetre. If you will permit me, we are trying to find out 
who made these contributions of $30,000. You say that they were 
made by you. 

Mr. Eavon. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gittetre. Through certain agents of yours, but that you 
ave no record, no documents, no canceled checks, no receipts, nothing 
to show in support of your recollection. 

Mr. Earon. That is right. 

Senator Grttetrre. We have before us affidavits of these people, 
hree of the people that you mentioned, who say that they paid it 

»agents of Otis & Co. 

Now, the committee is in this position. We have this information 
We know that $30,000 was contributed. You say it was your money. 

Mr. Earon. Yes, sir 

Senator GiuLerre. And it is not consonant, if you will permit me, 

is not consonant with human experience. I do not care how rich 

man is, whether he is rich like Senator Hennings aids. and you, or 
hether he is poor like me. | Laughter | 

Senator Hennines. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GILLETTE. That $30,000 is not expended by any businessman 

thout knowing where it went and having some evidence of the ob 

vation. We know that business experience will not support that. 

Mr. Earon. There is no mystery about where it went. There is 

o mystery, and no one ever suggested any mystery. 

Senator Hennines. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest, for the enlig 
enment of this committee, in view of the fact that Mr. Eaton is a gen 

leman of large affairs and many interests, and he apparently is unable 
to es very much light upon many of these matters, which are of 

“at interest to us, that our staff undertake to om ain by subpena for 
the use of this committee the records of Otis & Co. and other related 
ompanies, to run this entire series of transactions down, and that 
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when Mr. Eaton enakes his telephone call to Mr. Fowler, committee 
counsel prepare the questions which Mr. Eaton may be asked to put 
to Mr. Fowler relating to these records, which are not before us, 
and that we have a report back on these several matters. If that 
meets with the approval of the committee, I would like to make that 
suggestion. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one further question ? 

Senator Gitterre. Senator Welker. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Eaton, when your confidential man, Mr. 
Fowler, retired, I take it you were on very good terms with him? 

Mr. Eaton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. He was the one man in your organization who 
should know, or ought to know, how this transaction was handled. 
Am I correct in that assumption ¢ 

Mr. Earon. I would assume so; yes. 

Senator We_kxer. Will you speak louder, please ? 

Mr. Eaton. I would assume so. 

Senator We_ker. And in response to questions propounded by Sen- 
ator Hennings, you told him of the asking of Mr. Brown to find out 
what happened in this matter. Did you ever ask Mr. Brown if he 
called Mr. Fowler? 

Mr. Eaton. No. 

Senator Weiker. That did not occur to you, to ask Mr. Brown to 
call Mr. Fowler, the one man who should know what took place? 

Mr. Eaton. I am sure that some of us were in touch with Fowler. I 
think my son, probably, or— 

Senator WeLKeR. Now, you were the man under subpena, and you 
are the man we are looking to, and we are not looking to Mr. Brown 
or your son or Mr. Fowler. But the question is, You never asked Mr. 
Brown yourself to call the one man who formerly was with your 
organization that would know all the answers! You did not do that, 
did you? 

Mr. Eaton. I am confident that someone was in touch with—— 

Senator WeLker. Your confidence that someone was in touch with 
him does not amount to an answer. Did you or did you not ask Mr. 
Brown to call Mr. Fowler, the one man who should know ¢ 

Mr. Earon. I am not sure who asked—somebody 

Senator Weixer. Did you ask Mr. Brown to call Mr. Fowler? 

Mr. Eaton. I do not remember. 

Senator WeLker. You do not remember. 

That is all. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Henprickxson. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator GiLLertre. Yes, Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Eaton, was Mr. Brown in your employ 
before Mr. Fowler left ? 

Mr. Eaton. He was in a different capacity. 

Senator Henprickson. I see. And then he moved up into Mr 

Fowler’s place after Mr. Fowler left ‘ 
Mr. Eaton. Yes. He had nothing to do with my affairs until that 


time 
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t Senator Hy NDRICKSON, So that he would not have know) uivthing 
S, about these transactions / 
t Mr. Eaton. Not a thing. 


t Senator Girutetre. Mr. Eaton. we are going to have to rece 


lowing the suggestion made by Senator Hennings 


ns 


supplem« hnted DV 


4 the e unsel, it is evident to the members of the subs OmMmittee that é 
ave not been furnished the information that the subcommittee 
entitled to, and must have. to determine the factual situatio | 
committee is not questioning your sincerity, ind the committee 
questioning the truth of your tatements that have bee race ( 

) But we do hot be lieve that vou have heen “aS coopel tive i ot 
ubcommittee in securing the evidence, including the documentary ¢ 
ence, called for in the subpena duees tecum, as vou might have 
We are going to follow the suggestion of Senato Hi os 

yunsel 

Che committee will rise inc) recess Lhe proce t 

you will, of course, still be in effect. and we are instruct 
ontact with you and with yvour assistance which we ho} 

t ake ay bl ti - ( ! i nm ve uy | 
ind any other evidence that can be secure ithrougn you o1 others wh 
you suggest oT your organization othat at a near date i thy frit 


) we can pursue this question further. 
The committee will rise subject to ve neg on call of the C 


rece v 
I i \}} processes will st iV il force md effect 
, a (Thereupon, at 12:25 p the subcom ef I rine ] 
u ie he call of the Chair. 
{ 
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The following documentary information relating to the Cyrus S. 
Eaton contributions was obtained pursuant to the instructions of the 
chair, as stated above: 

1. Letter from Ray 7. Miller, E'sq., counsel for Cyrus S. Eaton, dated 
March 17, 1952, with attached affidavits and Ramee copies of 
checks 


Law Offices 
iad Kary AM dle? 


frmes J 2 uaghten SIOS Wnuion One WH ICTS budding 


lcd Melk Olowtand [4 Cio Vacs 
lbowu 4 Md 
John I Wane 


March 17, 1952 


Mr. James Lynch, Chief Investigator 

U. S. Senate Subcommittee on Elections 
and Privileges 

Washington, D, C, 


Dear Mr. Lynch: 


Pursuant to the request of the Senate Subcommittee 
oy Elections and Privileges at the close of Mr. Cyrus Eaton's 
testimony on March 6, 1952, and the request that Mr. John Moore, 
Chief Counsel made to me to assist Mr. Eaton in searching for 
certain cancelled checks, I make the following report: 

That all proper parties who might have information 
in relation to Mr. Eaton's records of Otis and Company were con- 
tacted by me with the direction of Mr. Eaton that all effort should 
be made to search for such cancelled checks, and I therefore attach 
hereto the following: 


Affidavit of Cyrus S. Eaton, attaching his personal 

ks given in exchange, totaling $15,000.00 and the checks 
of Otis and Company totaling $20,000.00 which were given in 
exchange and charged to Mr. Eaton's personal account at Otis 
and Company; 


2) Affidavit of Robert L. Kaiser, with an attachment of the 
general ledger of Otis and Company No. C-9 Research and Deve 
ment, which is the personal account of Cyrus S. faton; 


3) Affidavit of Miss E, J. Royon; 

4) Affidavit of Cyrus S, Eaton, Jr.; 

5) Affidavit of William R, Daleyy*President of Otis and 
Company. 


These Affidavits and records supply all of the informati 
requested by the United States Senate Subcommittee on Elections and Pri 
and supply the full information in relation to Mr. Eaton's contributior 


$35,000.00 to Labor's Non-Partisan League. 
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You will note also that all of t check 3Su against Mr 
's personal account were drawn by Miss E. J. Royon, and that al the 
*ks issued on Mr. Eaton's personal account at s and Company we 
*. S. Fowler, who at that time was Mr. Eaton's Secretary or confiden 
k in charge of all of his financial records and bank accounts. 
UV vr ° + 37 ry 
very Uruiy yours, 


* i 
RAY T. Mi f 
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STATE OF OHIO ) 
)} ss 
SOUNTY OF CUYAHOGA ) 


t-J. Royon, first being duly sworn, deposes and says: ; 
hat IT have assisted Mr. Cyrus §. Eaton and Mr. Robert L-. Kaiser in 


ating records of Mr. Eaton's contribution to Labor's Non-Partisan League in 


That to the best of my knowledge and belief the information contained 


Mr. Baton's affidavit of March 14, 1952, a copy of which is attached, is true 
That for many years various individuals, including myself, have had q 
suthority sign checks drawn on Mr. Eaton's personal account at the Central 4 
2 ti a f 
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2. Additional documents relating to C—9 Account (see ledger sheet 
attached to aftidavit of R. LL. Kaiser. above). obtained from Creorge W. 
Hazlett, Trustee of Otis d& Co., and consisting of 7 additional checks 
aggre gating 824,450.00; 4 re Quisitions toy cash in the sum Of $5 00000 ; 
and one jou nal ¢ ntry in the sum of $3000.00 re pres nting trans fe r to 
Account C-9 from Cyrus NS. Faton per sonal account, 


mt . 
These documents are as follows: 


es 








crs 
OTIS & Co, 
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To THE NATIONAL CITY BANK ~ 
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3. Affidavit of C.J. Voigt, member of the firm of Ernst & Ernst, 
accountants and auditors, relating to audit of Otis & Co. and report of 
examination of balance sheet as of December 31, 1950, and work papers 
attached thereto: 


STATE OF OHIO 


) 
Sat ARFFID4VIiItz2 


COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA 


I, C. J. Voigt, being duly sworn, depose and say: 
That I am a certified public accountant of the 
State of Ohio; 
That I am a member of the firm of Ernst & Ernst, 
Cleveland, Ohio; 
That under my supervision the said firm issued, 
on February 6, 1951, a report of examination of the balance 
sheet of Otis & Co. (Delaware Corporation) as of December 
31, 1950, and the related statements of profit and loss and 
surplus-deficit for the year then ended; 
That the assets listed in such balance sheet as 
of December 31, 1950, included the following sub-section: 
Accounts receivable: 
Accounts with brokers and dealers $303,665.86 
Customers' cash accounts 259,718.92 
Account with principal 
shareholder-secured 415,723.73 
Otis & Co. (Colorado) 64,177.80 
Other accounts-unsecured 85,883.23 
Syndicate profits receivable 8,90 $1,138,078.53; 
That the item "Other accounts-unsecured $85,883.23" 
included in the aforementioned sub-section consisted of (1) 
an account designated on the books of the Corporation as "C-9, 
Research and Development" having a balance of $49,450.00 and 
(2) several other accounts receivable amounting to $36,433.23; 
That the attached Exhibit A is a photostatic copy 
of an original work sheet in our work papers for the examina- 
tion as of December 31, 1950; and that we have no other work 
sheet, information, or identification of or with respect to 
said account "C-9, Research and Development"; 
That under my supervision the said firm issued, on 
June 10, 1952, a report of examination of the balance sheet 


of George W. Hazlett, Trustee of Otis & Co. (Delaware Corpora- 


tion) in Reorganization Proceeding, as of December 31, 1951; 
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That the assets listed in such balance sheet as of 
December 31, 1951, included the following sub-section: 


Accounts receivable: 


Account with broker $ 34,687.42 
Accounts with principal 
shareholder-unsecured 52 5450.00 


Other accounts-unsecured 


935. 
Less allowance for doubtful : 


account ___ 34,687.42 $ 64,248.15; 


That the item “Account with principal shareholder- 
unsecured $52,450.00" represents the balance as of December 
31, 1951, appearing in an account designated on the books of 
the Corporation as "C-9, Research and Development"; 

That the attached Exhibit B is a photostatic copy 
of an original work sheet in our work papers for the examina- 
tion as of December 31, 1951, accounting for the change in 
the balance of the "C-9, Research and Development” account 
during the calendar year 1951; 

That the attached Exhibit C is a photostatic copy 
of information in our work papers identifying and acknowl- 
edging the account balance as of December 31, 19513 

And that we have no other work sheet, information 
or identification of or with respect to said account "C-9, 
Research and Development." 


A { Sus 


Rs cH CS ate 
@. J. Voigt 
Personally appeared before me, the above-named C. J. 
Voigt, known to me to be the same person who executed the fore- 
going instrument, and acknowledged to me that he executed the 
same as his free act and deed. 
Witness my signature, official designation, and 


seal this 30th day of June, 1952, 


™ - 
, yr yy +e 


Notary Pubric 
Cc. W. WET. 


My Commiscicn Lephies Feb. 25, 1953 


ein 
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EXUIBIT B 
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EXHIBIT ¢ , co 16 


ERNST & ERNST 
1386 UNION COMMERCE BLDG. 


CLEVELAND 14, OHIO 


Mr. Ce 8. Beton 
Cleveland, Chie 
Dear Sir: 


According to the records of this corporation at April 
30, 1952, the amount of $52,450.00 for Research and Development 
was represented as being advances for your account. 


If this is correct, will you kindly confirs the above 
by signing thie letter in the space provided below ani return to 
Ernst & Ernst, 1356 Union Commerce Building, Cieveland, Ohio? 


Very truly yours, 


OTIS & Co. 








APPENDIX 
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P I HEREBY CERTIFY that the following is a correct and itemized account of each contribution received 
by me or by any person for me with my knowledge or consent, from any source, together with the names 
of all those who have furnished the same, for the pur pose of influencing the result of the election or in aid 
or support of my candidacy for the election as a Senator in the 

(Name of politiond party) 


Congress of the United States from the State of Ohio at the 


General Election to be held in said State onthe 7 day 


Novester , 19 50, viz: 
CONTRIBUTIONS 


ConTaauTions Receiver AND NAME OF CONTRIBUTOR 


Received prior to Primary Day (May 2, 1950) when 
candidacy for general election began ..........s..000+05s0$h, 889.00 
(Hote: individually accounted for 
in candidate's Primery Return to the 
of the State of Ohio filed May 9, 1950.) 


Expended prior to Primary Day ROSeorcnsececsesccceccceccencceGhsObPeG2 
(Aleo eccomted for in candidate's 


Report to the Secretary of the State of OGhic.) 


On hand om Primary Day ccccccccsccccsevccscsvecccocevessseseeS 839.38 


Received since Primary Day 
Bruce Osborn $2.00 
A. W. Liggett 10,00 
Edward fray 20,00 
I, Allen 
8. A. Fisher 
G. Donald ULrich 
William L. Plummer 
Jerome F. Tucheck 
0. L. Crump 
Elizabeth Achard 
John 8. Nash 
Charles F. Meyler 
Dr. Edward P. Swarts 
Ben Hennan 
0. A. Douls 
Carlton B. Schneider 
Donn C. Schneider 


Nesmith Ankeny 


21644 O—52 
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Also, that the following is a true and itemized account of all moneys and things of value given, con- 
tributed, expended, used, or promised by me, or by my agent, representative, or other person for or in my 
behalf with my knowledge or consent, together with the names of those to whom such gifts, contributions, 
payments, or promises were made for the purpose of procuring my election at the general or special elec- 
tion, not including any money expended by me to meet and discharge any assesament, fee, or charge made 
or levied upon candidates by the laws of the State in which I reside or expended for my necessary per- 
sonal, traveling or subsistence expenses, or for stationery, postage, writing or printing (other than for 
use on billboards or in newspapers), for distributing lettecs, circulars, or posters, or for telegraph and 
telephone service, viz: 


DISBURSEMENTS ' 


Wuat Given, Contersuten, Exrenpep, Usep, on Paomisep, anp To Winom 


June 1, 1950 Transportetion - Washing, D. C., to Athens, Ohio % 26.10 
June 8, 1950 Transportetion - Washington, D. ©., te Booster, 0. 44.63 
June 9, 1950 Transportation - Creetline, Ohio, to Dayton, Ohio 7.95 
Jume 14, 1950 Political Advertisement 25.00 


Jue 20, 1950 Transportation - Washington, D, C., to Steubenville,0, 25.25 





June 22, 1950 Printing expense . 46.04 
June 25, 1950 Transportation - Washington, D.C., to Cincinnati, 0. | 36.35 
July 11, 1950 Political advertisement 10.00 
July 17, 1950 Legal publication 7.0 
July 25, 1950 Printing expense 67.44 
Aug. 3, 1950 Transportation - Perkersburg, ¥.Va., to Reshington 23.78 
Aug. 11, 1950 Transportation - Washington, D,C., to Columbus, Ohio 23.98 
Aug. 11, 1950 Hotel expense ~ Columbus, Ohio 21.40 
Aug. 13, 1950 Transportation - Cincinnati to Washington, D, C, 39.17 
Aug. 17, 1950 Transportation - Washington, D.C., to Cleveland 28.79 
Aug. 20, 1950 Transportation - Willard, 0., to Washington, D, C, 34.50 
Aug. 22, 1950 Transportetion - Washington, D. ©., to Booster, Ohio 37.09 
Aug. 23, 1950 Hotel expense - Canton, Ohio 5.00 
Aug. 25, 1950 Trensportation - Cleveland to Cincinnsti 28.54 
Aug. 29, 1950 Hotel expense ~ Warren, Ohio 4-8 
Sept. 1, 1950 Transportetion - Cleveland te Cincinnati 28.54 
Sept. 4, 1950 | Hotel expense - Mansfield, Ohio ' 32,00 
Sept. 13, 1950 Hotel expense - Dayton, Ohio 23.33 
Sept. 19, 1950 Transportation - Washington, D. C., to Cincinneti 58.66 
Sept. 19-22, | 

a Hotel expense - Columbus, Ohio | 131.85 
Sept. 21, 1950 | Capital Gerage, Columbus, Ohio 2.590 
Sept. 22, 1950 Hotel expense - Lancester, Ohic 24.79 
Sept. 24, 1950 | Hotel expense - Columbus, Ohio 15.95 
Sept. 26, 1950 Hotel expense - Zanesville, Ohio | 9.81 
Sept. 77, 1950 | Transportation - Cleveland to Cincinnati 18,70 
Sept. 28, 1950 Hotel expense - Canton, Ohio | 36.23 
Sept. 29, 1950 Hotel expense - Mansfield, Onic 1.50 


AMOUNT CARRIED FORWARD 


| 916.47 
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wee wants kppe ae Ee * oe 


Dare DISBURSEMENTS—Continued 


AMOUNT Broucut ForwARD $ 916.47 
2, 1950 Transportation - Cincimnati to Cleveland $ 37.40 
3, 1950 | Hotel expense - Toungstom, Ohi 64.52 
4, 1950 | Transportation - Steubenville, Ohic, to Cincinnati 19.22 
5, 1950 | Hotel expense - Steubenville, Ohio 5.72 


’ 
i 


9, 1950! Transportetion - Dayton to Cleveland 14.82 


: 
10, 1950 | Hotel expense - Cleveland, Ohio 52.25 
10, 1950 | Transportation - Dayton to Cleveland 25.57 
12, 1950 | Hotel expense - Marion, Ohio 13.94 
13, 1950 Hotel expense - Toledo, Ohio 33.91 
Lé, 1950 | Transportetion - Dayton to Cleveland 16.10 

1950 | Hotel expense - Columbus, Onic 67.75 


20, 1950 | Transportetion - Columbus to Cincinnati 9.03 


0, 


Oct. 23, 1950 | Transportation - Cincinnati to Akron, Obio 44.83 


Lae ae 
(Signature in full of candidate) el. Go— oi 


(Street) Station M, RK. R i 
(City end State) Cincinngti, Qhio 
State of Ohio eS. jag 
| 
County of Hamilton. _ 
, being duly sworn, deposes 


(affirms) and says that the foregoing isa true and correct statem@nt of all the receipts and expenditures 
in aid or support of his candidacy for Senator of the United Sta thereinabove 


Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this. 24. day of bed ,A.D.195.0 
A IN2—-> 
Notary Public 


Aly commias'on expires @t r¢ . wfe 
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(ALL BLANK SPACES SHOULD BE FILLED OUT IN PULL) 


I HEREBY CERTIFY that the following is a correct and itemized account of each contribution received 
by me or by any person for me with my knowledge or consent from any source, not included in the state- 
ment heretofore filed by me with the Secretary of the Senate, together with the names of all those who 
have furnished the same, for the purpose of influencing the result of the election or in aid or support of 


my candidacy for the... si h ea bea . -» uns Qleetion as a Senator in the 
\Neme of polities: party) 

Congress of the United States from the Stateof... = ORAS nt 

the General Election < held in said State on the..7%2__ day 

of... Movember , 19.50. vis: 





CONTRIBUTIONS 





Dats ome wn 
Cowraisvtions Recerven awp Name or ConTasvTon 





Received since October 24, 1950 


Samuel B. Churchill Money $10.00 
James H. Waterhouse ® 1.00 
B, Darling : 10.00 
Herbert 8. Swan © 10,00 
Wesley G. Gish . 10.00 
Mr, & Mre. J. M. Griffith ® 5.00 
A. C. Noneon ® 5.00 
A. D,. Olding e 5.00 
George R. MeBonald : 5.00 
8. Maxwell Smith ° 5.00 
P, J. Leen . E 52090 
Henrietta Ebert . 5.00 
Linwood A. Murray . 5.00 
Prederick J. Schwarz ® 5.00 
Olge Butterworth ° 5.00 
Charles J. Connolly . 50.00 
Allrich 8, Harrison : $0.00 
John 8. Diffenbaugh e 25.00 
R. C, Alexander ' 30. 00 
Mr. &Mre. N. C. Bro@der - 3.00 
J. L. Bennett . 1.90 
J. R. MeCasland ° 2.00 
Charles F. Mahoney . 1.00 
Contributions per attached list 253.00 
Overpayment on hotel bill - Oct. 13,1950 3.78 


TOTAL. $256. 78 
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Also, that the following is a true and itemized account of ali moneys and things of value given, con- 
tributed, expended, used, or promised by me, or by my agent, representative, or other person for or in my 
behalf with my knowledge or consent, not included in the statement heretofore filed by me with the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, together with the names of those to whom such gifts, contributions, payments or 
promises were made for the purpose of procuring my election at the general or special election, not inciud- 
ing any money expended by me to meet and discharge any assessment, fee, or charge made or levied upon 
candidates by the laws of the State in which I reside or expended for my necessary personal, traveling, or 
subsistence expenses, or for stationery, postage, writing, or printing (other than for use on billboards or 
in newspapers), for distributing letters, circulars, or posters, or for telegraph and telephone service, viz: 


RR a RN pea eed 


DISBURSEMENTS 
Dats - —_—_—_—— Sea RRRERREEE - ———— = AMOUNT 
Waar Given, Cowrarsurep, Exrenven, Usep, on Promisep, and To Wom 


Expenditures in addition te those itemized 
on statement filed with Secretary of the 
Senate on October 24, 1950 

Oct. 25, 195 Hotel expense ~ Akron 

Oct. 26, 19 Hotel expense - Steubenville 

Oct. 39, 19 Transportation ~ Cleveland to Dayton 

Nov. 1-2, 19 Hotel expense - Dayton 

Nov. 3, 1950 Hotel expense - Toledo 


Nov. 6, 1950 Hotel expense - Toledo 


AMOUNT CARRIED FORWARD 


} 
| 
| 


| 
| 
j 
| 


Also, that the following is a correct summary of the statement made and filed by me with the Secre- 


tary of the Senate, before and after said _._. 


as tensaeeevenaveny a TOQUred by law, vis: 


SumMagy or Recerrts ano Exrenneronss 
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Also, that the following is a correct statement of every promise or pledge made by me, or by any per- 
cn Si sn i Be See ee Ss ee eee oe se 


tive positions relating to which such promises or pledges have been made, viz: 


(Strike out this paragraph if promise has been made) 
1 further certify that no promise or pledge has been made by me, or by any person for me with my 


procuring support in my candidacy as aforesaid. 


7 er 
PL Al re , - 
(Signature in full of candidate) gb ate sy 
(Street) , donee 
(City and State) 
State of ...... Diatrict..of Columbis s 
88: 
County of } 
Tart. = Oe 


or pledges we tppanint i Sapo hs cna or Sta of 
Saket Getatenthanicoce ante < 
Moe ag 
Fo ant IA a Sn 
Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this ‘t+ “aay of.  & tA. D. 19.2 
[SEAL] Ria ¢ dine a 
Notary Public. Pe 


required herein, shall be deomed a sufficient filing of any such statement under any of the provisions of this Act.” 
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(ALL BLANK SPACES SHOULD BE FILLED OUT IN FULL) 


1 MBREBY CERTIFY that the following is a correct and itemized account of each contribution received 
by me or by any person for me with my knowledge or consent from any source, not included in the state- 
ment heretofore filed by me with the Secretary of the Senate, together with the names of all those who 
have furnished the same, for the purpose of influencing the result of the election or in aid or support of 


for ‘ : 
my candidacy the Dem ratio asus election as a Senator in the 
Congress of the United States from the State of _... Uhio : — at 


the General Election held in said State on the 7th... day 
of _.._ lovauber , 1950_., via: 


NEN 


CONTRIBUTIONS 


Robert Roowebber, Akron, © 
Everett Foote, Kent, Ohic 
Moro. Albert Lasker, New York, N. Y. 


Joseph Skelkin, Columbus, Ohi 


Receipta Previously Reported 


Tora... | $1h0c.0 


as dbainesiomsestiitions Avs 


Also, that the following is a true ond itemized simian of all moneys nad things of value given, con- 
tributed, expended, used, or promised by me, or by my agent, representative, or other person for or in my 
behalf with my knowledge or consent, not included in the statement heretofore filed by me with the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, together with the names of those to whom such gifts, contributions, payments or 
promises were mude for the purpose of procuring my election at the general or special election, not includ- 
ing any money expended by me to meet and discharge any assessment, fee, or charge made or levied upon 
candidates by the lawa of the State in which I reside or expended for my neceasary personal, traveling, or 
subsistence expenses, or for stationery, postage, writing, or printing (other than for use on billboards or 
in newspapers), for distributing letters, circulars, or posters, or for telegraph and telephone service, via: 


> 7 SRE TET AEE emma apes ate 
DISBURSEMENTS 


Date _ _ o iene AMOUNT 
War Grvex, Conramwren, Exrenven, Usen, on Paowien, axon to Wxom | 


50 Pret. Workers in Cuyahoga County @ $10. 
Cuynhoga Democratic Executive Committee, Cleveland, 


Balance expended for necessary “aintenance expenses 


irreviously reported expenditures $870.00 
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Dare | DISBURSEMENTS—Continved | Amour 
Amount Brovout Forwarp 
| 
| | 
' 
| 
| 
| 
: 
| 
| 
; 
: . 


’ 
i 





HE EE iat el pale 


Also, that the following is a correct summary of the statement made and filed by me with the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, before and after said General Election 00 


loans —_--, 8 required by law, viz: 


ES A ORES 
Summaxy of Recuirts and Exreworrures 





« 


Total receipta and disbursmments filed in statement before general or special slection. 


Total receipts and disbursements filed in statement after the general or special election. 





DOB riciccsiseniennicess 


ao -—~ — ey 
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Also, that the following is a correct statement of every promise or pledge made by me, or by any per- 
son for me with my consent, prior to the closing of the polls on the day of the election relative to the 
appointment or recommendation for appointment of any person to any public or private position or em- 
ployment, for the purpose of procuring support in my candidacy, and the name, address, and occupation 
of every person to whom such promise or pledge has been made, together with the description of respec- 
tive positions relating to which such promises or pledges have been made, viz: 


(Strike out this paragraph if promise has been made) 


1 further certify that no promise or pledge has been made by me, or by any person for me with my 
consent, prior to closing of the polls on the day of the election, relative to the appointment or recommen- 
dation for appointment of any person to any public or private position or employment, for the purpose of 
procuring support in my candidacy as aforesaid. 


(Signature in full of candidate) \ Capo ei ae wee 
(Street} 370 E. Tuscarawas Averue 


(City and State) Barberton, Jhio 


State of Ohia | 
) sa: 


County of Pranklin 


.soaevh T, Ferguson , being duly sworn, deposes 
(aftirma) ‘and says that the foregoing is a true, and correct statement of all the receipts and expenditures 
and promises or pledges relative to appointment in aid or support of his candidacy for Senator of the 
United States as thereinabove set forth. 


Satis tsich wits Ae rte 
Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me thie’ 2? day of . /ovenber , A.D. 19.5 


(sea) A PT EO 


MARGARET ( CG tee aati: 
Notary Pol ® " i 
My commission expires My Comainsoe baoucs Jey » I 


“Every statement herein required shall be verified by the oath or affirmation of the candidate, taken ates an offic r 
authorized to administer oaths; and the depositing of any such statement in a regular post office, directed to the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, or to the Secretary of the Senate, as the case may be, duly stamped and registered, within the time 
required herein, shall be deemed a sufficient filing of any such statement under any of the provisions of this Act.” 
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1 HEREBY CERTIFY that the following is a correct and itemized account of each contribution received 
by me or by any person for me with my knowledge or consent, from any source, together with the names 
of ali those whe have furnished the same, for the purpose of influencing the result of the election or in aid 


or support of my candidacy for the _... 
Congress of the United States from the State of Chie 


General Election 


ile - ows ne 


of November 1950 _, viz: 


Dats 


June, 1950 


CONTRIBUTIONS 


... election as a Senator in the 


Contrist tions Recervep an» Name or ConTRExUTOR 


Ray Nunan, Washington, D. C. 
leo Ferguson, Columbus, Chico 
Thomas Ferguson, Columbus, Ohio 
Robert Drury, Columbus, Ghio 
Clara Atwiil, Columbus, Ohio 
Cleude Filiere, Columbus, Ohio 
Mr. Calhoun, Millersburg, Chic 
Paul Ward, Columbus, Ohio 
Charles Giauque, Bigerton, chico 
Albert Seidensticker, Columbus, Ohio 
Harry Meredith, Lima, Ohio 


at the 


to be held in said Stateonthe Tt® — day 


Amourt 


s 


ssuSzyeysy 
88888883888 


hw 
“ee 


$870.00 
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Also, that the following is a true and itemized account of all moneys and things of value given, con- 
tributed, expended, used, or promised by me, or by my agent, representative, or other person for or in my 
behalf with my knowledge or consent, together with the names of those to whom such gifts, contributions, 
payments, or promises were made for the purpose of procuring my election at the general or special elec- 
tion, not including any money expended by me to meet and discharge any assessment, fee, or charge made 
or levied upon candidates by the laws of the State in which | reside or expended for my necessary per- 
sonal, traveling or subsistence expenses, or for stationery, postage, writing or printing (other than for 
use on billboards or in newspapers), for distributing letters, circulars, or posters, or for telegraph and 
telephone service, viz: 


DISBURSEMENTS 


AmounNT 
Wat Given, Cowramuren, Exrenvep, Usep, os Promisen, anp To Whom 


$870.00 
The contributions listed on the opposite page have 
all been expended by me for my traveling and 
subsistence expenses. 
I had no other reportable expenses during the 


campaign to date. 


AMOUNT CARRIED Forwarp_ 
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enesnrs, - tom a A ENE RRS se MARES 3a ICE doi es = 


Dats DISRURSEMENTS—Continued Amoust 


AMOUNT Brovcnut Forwarp 


TOTAL 


Cc 
(Sr, -nature in full of candidate) + Ft ene 


(St 37 CO Gael ~F na ene 
(City and State) IS Face Gap Koninat df» 
State of Okina 
County of Fandilan 
% & ew , being duly sworn, deposes 


; at the foregoing/As a true and correct statement of all the receipts and expenditures 
port of his candidacy for Senator of the United States as thereinabove set forth. 


—o~ ~~ 
onaget + ee < at 
Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me a4 day of © , A.D. 19 


{SEAL} ansh A. Ciccbtenial 


Notary Public. 


} 
} se: 
| 






My commission expires MAPCaneT ¢, FSCHLEvall 
Rae 


y Pybise, Peer ia Comey, Ore 


My Communee kayues juiy (Y, 199) 
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EXHIBIT S87 


SUM MARY 


Financial tabulation of committees on behalf of 


Taft 


(earmarked and 
unearmarked ) 


hio Republican Finance 
Les 


Republican Central 
ecutive Committee 
Franklin County 
Senator Committee 

Ashland County 7 
stor Committee 
Middletown Taft 


Committ 


Committee 


; 7. & 0. OO 
and’ Ex 


e¢ 


Republica 


laft for Senate committes 


Less transfers between various 
committees 


4,423 


464, 492 
Potal 


Included in Republican Central and Executive Committee 
Included in Franklin County {t for Senator figures 
Ashland County did not re to the Ohio Secretary of 
Included in Middletown Taft for Senator figur 
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Financial tabulation of Republican committees—Analysis of receipts and 
disbursements 


REPUBLICAN STATE CENTRAL AND EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


Receipts__-__- f ae : Et idabnat dsc te za $437, 535. 00 
Disbursements os ee ante al eo as $435, 142. 46 
Balance 7 Sebi eneiach eae Ss iieiincs Re $2, 392. 54 
Number of contributors__- ‘ Pte er : 5, 220 


Dollar range of contributions ae : ol ke et $1 to $1, 000 


Receipts aggregating $67,085 were received from 5,220 individual contributors. 
The balance of $370,500 was received from the Ohio Republican Finance Com- 
mittee. 

Disbursements comprised expenditures for political advertising, printing, radio, 
television, ete., for all Republican candidates. 


OHIO REPUBLICAN FINANCE COM MITTEE 


Receipts_—___- iceiemee ; ae 7 ..-_.-- $1, 231, 176. 90 
Disbursements______- ee en ; ; $1, 208, 587. 56 
Balance. ...._- ; Pea aes ; $27, 589. 34 


Number of contributors____ * 


Des a ae 30, 000 
Dollar range of contributions__ . 


cent : $1 to $5, 000 


Receipts were received from individuals contributing either directly to the above 
committee or through the various county committees. 

The bulk of the disbursements represented funds given to the county finance 
committees, county executive committees, Ebright for Governor committees and 
committees in support of candidates for State offices. In addition, funds were 
given to the various national committees. An approximate breakdown of these 
expenditures follows: 


To State candidates (exclusive of Ebright )’ con pape $31, 000. 00 


To congressional candidates________ pe ee atetadnae 107, 800. 00 
To the Republican National Congressional Campaign Committee 28, 000. 00 
To the Republican National Senatorial Campaign Committee __- 26, 000. 00 
To the Republican State Central and Executive Committee. 370, 500. 00 
To the Republican National Finance Committee 8, 000. 00 
To the various county committees waka cins mek eee 535, 787. 56 


To operating expenses 
To Ebright 


‘ 30, 000, 00 
‘i 64, 000. 00 


To Middleton Taft for Senator Committee___-_- ees 1, 000. 00 
To Ashland County Taft for Senator Committee ar 300. 00 
To Franklin County Taft for Senator Committee_ Seat ue 1, 200. 00 
Total guides cg ae a eras $1, 208, 587. 56 

‘Tracy for treasurer ound . 7. as Wie : enh . asa OO, BOO 
Brown for secretary of state- ‘i pita is seaman glannigs 7, 000 
O'Neill for attorney general : ee ee 7 6, 500 


Roberts for lieutenant governor 
Douglas for chief justice______ 
Middletown for supreme court _- 


>" OOn 
3, 000 
7, 000 
1, 


. 
> 
> 


Total 


000 





A 
A . 
B 
B 
C 
Cc 


et et ot eet ee OOOO) 


wats ws wes et 


~ 


— wt oo TO Up lOoet ee 
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Taft for Senate committees—Reports filed with the secretary of state, 
Columbus, Ohio 


Number 
Balance — of contri- 
butions 


Contribu- Expendi- 
tions tures 


Dollar range of 


Taft for Senate committees ; ' 
contributions 


Aen. Ohio (advertising committee for 77. 233.18 $76, 818.39 $414. 79 14,322 $1 to $2,000 
Taft). 
Ashtabula County 505. 47 505. 47 17 $5 to $100 
Belmont County 1, 801. 00 1, 652. 37 148. 63 39 «= $1 to $300 
Brown County 100. 00 103. 20 (—3. 2) 1 | $100 
Carroll County 200. 00 200. 00 1 | $200. 
Cincinnati, Ohio. - - 183, 192.48 | 144, 826. 18, 366. 21 40, 000 
Independents for Taft 4 606. 68 3, 044. 9: 661. 73 900 | $1 to $125. 
Woman’s Brigade for Taft 1, 265. 00 1, 096. £ 168. 68 14 | $1 to $1,007. 
Physicians Committee for Taft 8, 124. 90 he 8 195. 36 395 | $2 to $500. 
Clark County 1, 925. 00 [ 85. 22 2 | $885 and $1,040 
Clinton ey J 210. 00 } 2 | $60 and $150. 
Columbus (Ohio Farm Taft Committee) 520. 00 \ 46 $5 to $30 
Columbiana County 2, 435. 00 € 82. 00 127 | $1 to $500. 
Darke County.. 198. 56 . 2 | $75.56and $123 
Delaware County 24.00 " 2 | $14 and $10 
Franklin County 11, 667. 23 552. 14. 59 1,624 | $1 to $200. 
Hamilton County 12, 178. 68 | 5 : 50. 3,281 $1 to $250 
Jefferson County 5, 890. 00 5, 718. ' 87 $5 to $500 
Harrison County---- 180. 00 ; i 14 | $5 to $25. 
Licking County 265. 23 " 7 | $3.75 to $50. 
Lorain County (Taft for Senate com- 5, 500.00 | . 9 $1 to $1,000. 
mittee of the Lorain County Republi- 
can Executive Committee) 
Lucus County (Citizens Committec 16, 135. 00 16, 135. 00 249 $1 to $1,000 
Taft for Senator). 
Madison County --- i 138. 23 138. 23 $138. 23 
Mahoning County - - 6, 601. 90 6, 480. 18 21. 73 $1 to $750 
Middletown, Ohio (supplementary Taft 1, 000. 00 1, 000. 00 $1,000. 
committee). | 
Monroe County 195. 00 195. 00 3 | $60, $60, and 


$75 
ay County : 200. 00 200. 00 $200. 
Muskingum County... 101. 00 101. 00 $101. 
Northern Ohio (Cleveland) —_ 86, 910. 50 84, 331. 86 5 $1 to $3,000. 
(Ohio Committee of Independent Voters 3, 747. 55 4, 208. 46 $1 to $500. 
{For Taft}). 
Pickaway County ; 1, 092. 70 $1 to $400 
Portage County . 132. 00 9 $5 to $32 
Preble County L 450. 55 3 | $15.49 to 
$168.16. 
Scioto County ; , 172. 62 $172. 62. 
Southern Ohio (Cincinnati) f : 35, 849. 55 y y $1 to $5,000. 
Stark County (Citizens Committee) ’ 4, 609. 37 68 $5 to $400. 
Summit County........._-- . 4, 900. 00 $1 to $200. 
The Ohio Voters (Columbus) ‘ 26, 281. 00 ' $1 to $500. 
Trumbull County -. 1, 525. 00 $5 to $200. 
Tuscarawas County . 630.00 |__- $75 to $210. 
Warren County ---- § 625. 00 ; ‘ 75 and $550. 
= Labor League for Taft (Zanes- E 1, 200. 00 $600 each 
ville). 
Robert A. Taft ; : 1, 529. 14 267. 4 $1 to $100 


Total ; 512, 326.98 | 468, 915. 82 


21644 O-—52 
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ExHIBIt 100 


SUMMARY 
Financial tabulation of committees on behalf of Ferguson (earmarked and 
unearmarked ) 
Receipts er 








Democratic State Executive Committee______.........-..-....-..---- 





OF: By Weare SOE: WSO Bi OU So io inc nic kc ween’ 
Less: 


To Farmers for Ferguson Committee..___.........____.-....- wi 
To Citizens Committee for Ferguson____.__________ Re “dias 
To Ferguson for Senate Committee.._.._._..._____. 
To Ohio CLO Council Political Education Fund. 
To Ohio State Federation of Labor_.._______.____- 
To Labor’s Non-Partisan League, U. M. W. of A_....__- 
To Schools and Colleges Committee for Ferguson. -- 

To Women’s Committee for Ferguson _______- A 


le cei incest on be hats ats quien adele gta pS sai e wiK eae a ok ced i te 
ee ee St CIs 550 coi ccc e cc ec le ae 21, 118. 80 
Ferguson for Senator Committee... .............-....-..--.------ eee ae 38, 489. 30 
Citizens Committee for Ferguson ..__._._...__.... ae ae A Nc engetun 30, 596. 00 30, 596. 00 
SE IR Gao 0 prkdanescnasecncs Pee saiaaann staeadhe pais abu satendte 2, 270. 00 2, 270. 00 
ee bate Rien setae aie ialnadh> drptedgodion ie ae Sethubwaeaueedbantccuuane 92, 474.10 92, 474. 10 
fo eee pire os eee Veneta Deeacckabewacneeeanenae 287, 606.74 | 276, 667. 84 





! Picked up in Farmers for Ferguson eas 

2 Picked up in Citizens Committee for Ferguson figures. 

3 Picked up in Ferguson for Senate Committee figures. 

‘ Picked up in CIO, A. F. of L., U. M. W. of A., etc., committees. 

5 The $8,000 was given by the Schools and Colleges Committee for Ferguson and the Women’s Committee 
for Ferguson to the Citizens Committee for Ferguson and were picked up in the figures of the latter com- 
mittee. 


Financial tabulation of labor political action committees on behalf of Ferguson 
and other Democratic candidates 





Contribu- Expendi- Balance 








tions tures 

Ohio CIO Political Action Committee___.................- -.-| $77,105. 50 $74, 470. 04 $2, 635. 55 
Ohio State Federation of Labor’s Political League... .__._._-- 70, 750. 17 70, 570. 29 179. 88 
Labor’s Nonpartisan League—U. M. W. of A__....-.......-- 40, 834. 34 40, 650. 91 183. 43 
Summit County—CIO Political Action League ee ue 7, 008. 80 6, 635. 98 372. 82 
Ohio State Federation of Labor______-..............--....- atom 7, 500. 00 TEE Ivebeendkeceden 
Franklin County—CI0 Political Action Committee______.__. 5, 839. 23 5, 449. 08 390. 15 
Ohio CIO Council—Political Education Fund._.............- 4, 550. 46 QD foc cnadicannes- 
Hotel and Restaurant Workers and Bartenders League for 

a ia 4, 500. 00 1, 250. 00 3, 250. 00 
Ohio Typographical Conference—Political Education Com- 

Neen eT ee ise 2, 049. 14 2, 754. 08 195. 06 
IUE—CIO, Local No. 711, Political Action Committee ____-_- 2, 631. 78 2, 404. 92 226. 86 
Richland County—CI0, ee eS 913. 00 620. 00 293. 00 
Political Action Committee—CIO Local Union No. 1238... _- 906. 31 519. 72 386. 59 
Political Action Committee—CIO Local No. 1190__....._..-. 694. 00 580. 00 114. 00 
Butler County—CIO Industrial Union Council......_._____. 511. 54 eS ee ee 
Muskingum County—CIO Industrial Union Council._.____- 462. 70 ME El cckcnaeaee- 
Ohio State Machinists Nonpartisan Political League__.____.. 1, 643. 60 1, 245. 90 397. 70 

askntheiicenstennaaee ben Unkecihae koh icenecaeanes 228, 809. 66 220, 184. 62 8, 625. 04 
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Nature of contributions and disbursements 


1. Receipts were as follows: 
Balance on hand _*#__-_- 232. ¢ 
Innumerable smail contributions received from thousands of 
people _- ikea . i 8, 205. ¢ 
From CIO-PAC, Washington, lL). C., to be used for non Feder ral 
issues and candidates 24, 000. 


A. F. of L. Political Education League 3, 667.3 


Total 5 . T7, 105. 5f 


Disbursements : 

To Citizens Committee for Ferguson ___- s “ 5, 000. 
To Farmers for Ferguson 3 ; ; : . 5, 000. 00 
To Ferguson for Senate Committee Sebtic , , 862. 39 
To Citizens Committee for Ferguson__ ; 000. 00 
To various county PAC comimittees_ ae 23, 950. 00 
To Ohio CIO Council, Columbus o> aii 4, 559. 46 
To United Labor Committee, Toledo. 2 aris 1, 000. 00 
To Columbiana County Democratic C ommittee 250. 00 
To committees in support of congressional candidates 3, 050. 00 
To Duffy for Attorney General Committee 1, 500. 00 
To Dan Powell, Cleveland, for political education and get-out- 

the-vote stimulation 7 os sean ee a 1, 200. 00 
For printing : 7 19, O85. 65 
For salaries and expe nses = 4, 012. 63 


Total ee : 5 a __. 74, 470. 04 


From Labor's League for Political Education, Washington, D. C 23, 564. 86 
From Railway Labor League_. ; 12, 500. 00 
From International Association of Mac hinists 12, 500. 00 
From individual contributions ‘ ; ; 786. 52 
From affiliated local unions__- eee 21, 398. 79 


Total 70, 750. 17 


Disbursed, in the main, to various politcal committees, including 
$15,500 to Ferguson committees. 

25 individuals contributed from $75 to $5,000 each 

Labor League for Political Education-A. F. of L. contributed 


Total 


Disbursed as follows: 

To Citizens Committee for Ferguson 5, 000. 00 
To Schools and Colleges Committee for Ferguson , 000. 00 
To Women's Committee for Ferguson 4, 000. 00 
To Farmers for Ferguson 4, 059. 34 
For political literature ‘ ; , 017. 45 
For printing costs es , 104. 87 
For radio time saa ccantak ; 899, 25 
For political buttons 3, 8382. 00 
To various individuals—& persons__- ; 4, 238. 00 
40, 650. 91 

Funds root from various :C IO loc al unions to be used only for 
State candidates in 1950 elections____- 7. OOS. 80 

5. Funds received from Ohio Federation of Labor’ s Edueation and 
Political League : 7, 500. 00 


Disbursed to: 
Farmers for Ferguson Committee 5, 000. 00 
Henry Busch, to assist committee _ 2, 500. 00 


PO dle : nett 7 7, 500. 00 
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6. 25-cent voluntary contributions from various persons___- ' $2, O85. SO 
Contributions received from various CIO unions to be used for 
State candidates in 1950 elections________ ani hisiabics ube col ies aa a a a 
r e a 
Cee eee en ieee ant ee 
7. Voluntary contributions from Ohio CIO Political Action Committee. 
Disbursed to: 
Citizens Committee for Ferguson, Cleveland____________ ; 2, 500. 00 


Farmers for Ferguson Committee__...._.--__-____- ward ae ae 


BNE ee ocean aces Saat ashes ane eree 4, 559. 46 
8. 30 people contributed $100 each for a total of....._._________- _. 8,000. 00 


Item marked “Loan from Hugo Ernst, 528 Walnut St., Cincinnati”. 1, 500. 00 


BGGe 26 Soe ee Se Rll lic aaa ee a as wl 4, 500. 00 

9. Voluntary contributions from individuals, 96 persons, contri- 
tn PINE PE OE as oc osc riccinin name gubememaess 2, 949. 14 
10. Balance on hand Jan, 1, 1950__.____-____ So puntos dca ieee a 1, 863. 30 
Circus Year Book, 1950___- saat a Se capt Stags ead ts aoa nw ab sg eee ae 768. 48 
Nc ces sciasistecdinessatenh seams a iris paises oneiedinkaaiapaebaceciaaiie eae 2, 631. 78 
11. Dollar contributions of PAC membership__..-...--..------_--__ 913. 00 
12. Voluntary contributions of 25 cents each from various persons_-_-_- 185. 00 
Proceeds from amusements at own CIO club____-_---_--___.---- 224. 65 
10 percent of dues money earmarked for political purposes_____- ~~ 496. 66 
a a ce er Sa a seceaieasaemsataittetee 906. 31 
13. Principally from CIO Local Union No. 1190__._-_..----..-------- 694. 00 
14. Principally from commission on sale of raffle tickets_.......--~- 511. 54 
15. Sale of annual year book and public donations____._.__.__.___-_--_- 462. 70 
16. From 1,636 contributors, in amounts not exceeding $10__________ 1, 643. 60 


Financial tabulation of Ferguson committees (nonlabor committees) 





: Number 
. | Disburse- | Dollar range of 
Receipts * of con ; 
ments | tributors | contributions 
Farmers for Ferguson Committee, Columbus. -- - | $21,118.80 | $21, 118. 80 | 5 | $2,000 to $5,000. 
Ferguson for Senator Committee, Columbus | 38,489.30 | 38, 489. 30 | 356 | $5 to $5,000. 
Citizens Committee for Ferguson _-- --- | 30,596.00 | 30, 596. 00 | 30 | $1 to $5,000. 
Subtotal apkiniaabeas _....| 90,204.10 | 90, 204. 10 | 391 | $1 to $5,000. 
Joseph T. Ferguson | 2,270.00 | 2,270.00 | 15 | $20 to $1,000. 
Democratic State Executive Committee, Colum- | 38,922.88 | 36, 609.00 300 $5 to $500. 
bus. | | 
[_—$——$—$ |__| __ 
Total is 131, 396. 98 | | 129, 083.10 | 706 | $1 to $5,000. 
. | | | 
FARMERS FOR FERGUSON COMMITTEE, COLUMBUS, OHIO 
Receipts : 
Ohio CIO Council Political Education Fund, Columbus, Ohio_---~-~- $2, 059. 46 
Ray Cen, I, INNO oo ce cenit nce en eestotncmntnaiionectnn 5, 000. 00 
Ohio Federation of Labor's Education and Political League, 
(one CGO. cs i = eggs Sotvh ia Antaits ohcocde ened dbs evento 
Ohio Federation of Labor, ¢ ‘olumbus, Ohio_________--____- _._ 5, 000. 00 
Ohio United Mine Workers Sip eeeeadatana, width, ict aise miata ee 


21, 118. 80 


There were no disbursements to political committees. Expenditures con- 
sisted of $9,118.80 paid to Duplex Service, Columbus, Ohio, for the printing of a 
tabloid, and $12,000 postage expense thereon. 
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Daie 


FERGUSON FOR UNITED STATES SENATOR COM MITTEE 


Receipts : 
National CIO-PAC, Washington, D. C z _. $5, 000. 00 
Ohio CIO-PAC. v es 3, 862. 30 
Democratic National Committee, Washington, D. C 5, 000. 00 
Amalgamated Political Action Fund, New York, N. Y_ 1, 000. 00 
Railway Labor's Political League, Washington, D. C 1, O00. 00 
Hotel and Restaurant Workers and Bartenders League for 
Political Education, Cincinnati, Ohio ___- 1, 000. 00 
Ohio State Federation of Labor's Political League co 5, 000. 00 
350 individuals gave contributions ranging from $5 to $500 and 
aggregating _- ed 11, 627. 00 
Franklin County Democratic Committee__ 5, 000. 00 


38, 489. 30 


There were no disbursements to political committees. Expenditures consisted 
of disbursements for printing, newspaper advertising, signs, postage, radio, 
salaries, and traveling expense. 


CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR FERGUSON 

Receipts : 
Ohio CIO Council ee ake ee Se ellie . s $2, 500. 00 
BR 0 7%, ear a Sd eB a es ; 5, 000, 00 
Ohio's Labor League for Political Education ; : ; 2, 500. 00 
Ohio State Federation of Labor-_ ; ae 5, 000. 00 
Trainmen’s Political Education League 1, 000. 00 
Labor's Non-Partisan League ; es .-« 0,000.00 
International Association of Machinists__- ita ea biti cat 25. 00 
Railway Engine Service Employees’ Political League___ ; 500. 00 
Women’s Committee for Ferguson s ure 4, 000. 00 
Schools and Colleges Committee... 5... 4.38. 4, 000. 00 
Trainmen’s Political Education League__- eee ’ : 1, 000. 00 
18 individuals gave sums ranging from $1 to $10 aggregating 71. 00 


30, 596. 00 


There were no disbursements to political committees. The disbursements 
consisted of expenditures, in the main, to individuals for salaries and expenses 


JOSEPH T. FERGUSON 


Receipts: 14 persons gave sums ranging from $20 to $200 and aggregating 
$1,170. One person, Mrs. Albert Locker, New York City, gave $1,000. 


Lbisbursements : 
Gasoline and personal maintenance____--.-~-~-- eed $1, 606. 00 
DO precinct workers in Cuyahoga County_-__~-- : Sis 500. 00 
Cuyahoga County Democratic Executive Committee _- 100. 00 
Long-distance telephone bills shite 64. 00 


2, 270. 00 
DEMOCRATIC STATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, COLUMBUS, OHIO 


Receipts: Of the $38,922.88 received by this committee, the sum of $10,040 
was realized from Jefferson-Jackson Dinners. The balance, approximating 
$28,900, was contributed by 300 persons who gave sums ranging from $5 to $500. 

Disbursements; Consisted principally of expenditures for salaries and ex- 
penses incidental to maintaining headquarters at the Neil House Hotel in Co- 
lumbus, Ohio. 


SCHOOLS AND COLLEGES COMMITTEE FOR FERGUSON AND WOMEN’S COMMITTEE FOR 
FERGUSON 


Each of the above-mentioned committees received $4,000 from Labor's Non- 
artisan League—U. M. W. of A. These two committees, in turn, gave the 
$8,000 to the Citizens Committee for Ferguson. 
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BEN E. TATE 
3204 CAREW TOWER 
CINCINNATI 2, OHIO 


TREASURER FOR 
ROBERT A. TAFT 
CAMPAIGN 


February 6, 1950 


Mr. Charles R. Hook, Chairman 
Ohio Republican Finance Committee 
c/o Armco Steel Corporation 
Middletown, Ohio 


Dear Mr. Hook: 


Recently you sent out a letter to a great many citizens of 

Ohio on the subject of finances for the 1950 campaign. I 
thought it was an excellent letter and, of course, was familiar 
with the purpose. 


Since I am a member of the Ohio Republican Finance Committee 
my name is on the stationery. I thought every one would know 
that this letter was written and the effort made with my full 
approval and enthusiastic recommendation. 


There seems to be some confusion. I receive many telephone 
calls asking me if this effort does not by-pass the Taft 


campaign. I open forcefully that if the citizens of Ohio 
want to do t most good, they should make a sub— 
Stantial contribution to the ont Re trtcen Finance Committee 


no 0 rec e or organization. 


Sincerely, 
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CHARLES R. HOOK, Chairman JOHN E. GALVIN, Vice-Chairman RAY BLISS, State Chairmen 
Middleton o Lima Akron 


OHIO REPUBLICAN FINANCE COMMITTEE 
17 NORTH HIGH STREET 


CotumsBus 15, Onio 
MAIN 7743 


=> November Twenty-nine 
Nineteen forty-nine 
Dear Fellow Ohioan: 


sh 


As Chairman of the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, I have several important matters 
upon which to report to you, one of our contributors. 


Our most important task in 1950 is to raise the money to send Bob Taft back to the 
Senate by a majority that will leave no doubts as to where Ohio stands. The authorized 
agency to do this is the Ohio Republican Finance Committee, which for years has raised 
funds for the State and National Committees, and co-operating local committees. 


Even more than the usual number of individuals and organizations already are out to 
raise "campaign funds," purportedly to help Senator Taft. 


I have discussed fund-raising with Senator Taft, and it is his wish that funds for his 
campaign be raised by and channeled through the Ohio Republican Finance Committee. No 
matter who else asks you for contributions, whether it be in the guise of advertising 
or the support of this or that group or candidate, remember that the Ohio Republican 
Finance Committee is the only approved agency in Ohio for solicitation of contributions 
for the State and National Committees and for Senator Taft. 


It would be far easier for me to thrust this job aside, than to do it. BUT I WILL NOT 
THRUST IT ASIDE, BECAUSE NOTHING IS MORE IMPORTANT TO THE WELFARE OF OUR COUNTRY THAN 
THE ELECTION OF SENATOR TAFT NEXT NOVEMBER. 


Ray Bliss, Chairman of the State Central and Executive Committee, knows this election 
cannot be won with out-of-date, ineffective methods. He has developed an intelligent, 
intensive state-wide campaign to bring us victory in 1950. We must have the funds to 
put that plan into operation. 


I am counting on your support. Please do not make your contribution except through 
representatives of the Ohio Republican Finance Committee. At the proper time a repre- 
sentative of this committee will contact you. He will possess proper credentials. 


We've all got to be in this to win. There is no pay-off on the one who finishes second. 
OUR MAN MUST HE FIRST: In addition to your personal support, I'll appreciate all you 
can do to interest others. If you have any suggestions, I'd be happy to hear from you. 


Sincerely, 


A Kata! fo KMeek, 


Charles R. Hook 


Chairman 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
HARRY W. ARNOLD OTTO D. DONNELL E. S. PATTERSON BEN _E. TATE CARL ULTES 
Newark Findlay Akron Cincinnati Springfield 
EPHRIAM BROWN E. T. GARDNER, JR. WILLIAM 1, SAserson, JR. H. L. THOMPSON, JR. ALBERT J. WEATHERHEAD, JR. 
Mansfield Middletown ‘arren Toledo Cleveland 
LEE D. BRUBCKEL GEORGE S. HOSTER ED D. SCHORR W. ROBERT TIMKEN CHARLES M. WHITE 
Sceubenville Coiumbus Columbus Canton Cleveland 
C. W. CARLSON H. D. McCLELLAND J. C. SHOUVLIN CARL W. ULLMAN POREST L. WILLLAMS 
Tiféo Cambridge Springfield Youngsown Portsmouth 
M. A. SPAYD 


Dayton 
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WHO MADE THIS STATEMENT? 


*“Some day we will be able to tell 
the papers what to print and what 
not to print.” 


You're excused if you presume incorrectly 
that it was made by Mussolini or Hitler or 
Stalin although they too controlled the 


news after their rise to dictatorship 


Actually it was made by a leader of the 
C.LO. Political Action Committee on Octo 
ber 11, 1950, in a speech in Cleveland 
during which he denounced the free press 


of America 


He was allowed by the very first right 
guaranteed us by our Bill of Rights to 
make any statement he wanted to. Yet in 
making this statement he boasted that the 
very same right under which it was made 
would be taken away from the rest of the 


country’s citizens 


Our country is one of the few in the world 
that has an absolutely free press. No com- 
bination of private interests can coerce the 
American press. The governmental agencies 


can influence its coverage only during war 


THE TIMKEN ROLLER 


time as a security measure. The American 
press publishes the news and it comments 
on and analyzes the news in its editorial 
columns. This freedom to publish unbiased 
news and comments is paramount if our 


government is to be of, by and for the people 


Yet this C.1.O.-P.A.C. leader said 


“Some day we will be able to tell 
the papers what to print and what 


not to print.” 


Should the day come when the socialist 


labor government the C.1.0.-P.A.C. is try 
ing to form can tell the press what it can 
print and what it cannot print, our rights 
as citizens will have disappeared and we 


will be ruled by dictators as ruthless as their 


foreign predecessors. 


To counteract this threat to our freedom 
of expression we must substitute informa 
tion and action for our ignorance and apathy 


and do it nou 


*By courtesy of Clevelan 


BEARING COMPANY 


“The right to work shall not be abridged or made impotent” 
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To THE WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH COMPANY, [ 
33 East Gay St., Columbus 15, Ohio : 


sy 








NAME OF POINT CHARGES 


NAME OF POINT (71 


ha, t 
2 Se 


BUCK MESSAGES TC 
3440 MINISTERS 


THROUGHOUT OHIO 2131 44 


US TAX 532 66 


TOTAL 
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(Printed below is a copy of some of the vicious, Un-American propaganda 
put out by the supporters of Senator Robert A. Taft) 


Dayton, Ohio 
October 3, 1950 


Dear Brethren: 


Please accept this letter merely as a matter of information. 
It should be Known that Mr. Joseph Ferguson, who is running against 


vil 


Senator Robert A. Taft, is Roman Catholic. 


Knowing the efforts of the Roman Church to get an official 
representative to the Vatican and its efforts to get public aid for 
parochial schools I thought it equitable to pass this information on 
to you for what it is worth. 


Of course you Know that our congressman, Edward Breen, is 
Roman Catholic and that he favors public aid for parochial schools. 


It is a mistaken public idsa that Governor Frank Lausche is 
Roman Catholic. He was raised in an Orthodox church. His family goes 
to a Methodist church. He has never been a Roman Catholic. 


These are the facts as I have been able to ascertain them. 


Fraternally yours, 


POR Mimeborney 


Rev. F. R. Stoneburner 


For the authenticity of this letter, contact the 
Lutheran pastor in your community or Reverend F. R. 
Stoneburner, 201 Commercial Street, Dayto: Ihio 


If you wish the members of your congregation to re- 
ceive copies of this Letter, send such list to Post 


tfice Box No. 224, Greenville, Onio. 


(Be a Good American — Vote for JOS. T. FERGUSON 
Democratic Candidate for U. S. Senator.) 


Mrs. Annette Franks. 335 Cleve. Ave S. W.. Canton 2, Ohio 


O 





